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ARTICLE VI. 


$22 Learned Gentleman, Mr. Danie. 





Bienes Scott, has fet forth 4 new Verf- 
f aa A | CF on of St.MatTHEW’s Gofpel: With 
ities SELECT Notes, wherein the Ver- 
etal) SION fs vindicated, and the Senfe and 


Purity of /everal Words and Expreffions in the ori- 
ginal Greek are fettled, and illuftrated from Authors 
of eftablifbed Credit. To which is added a REviEW 
of Dr. Mixv’s Notes on this Gofpel. Printed for 
F. Noon, at the White-Hart in Cheapfide, near Mer- 
cer’s-Chapel. 1741. 

This Work is contained in a Quarto Volume: 
Wherein we have, Fir/f, A Preface, of fix Pages; 
next follows the Verfion of I/e Hoty Gosper 
according to MATTHEW, taking up fixty-one Pages; 
the Select Notes on the faid Gofpel, which imme- 
diately follow it, employ two hundred and feven 
Pages; and, Jafly, the Review of Dr, Mixt’s 
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various Readings in St. MaTTHEW’s Go/pel, fill up 
twenty-eight. 

In the Preface Mr. Scorrt fays, ofall the vene- 
rable Remains of Chriftian Antiquity, this Gospex 
is generally efteemed to be the moft primitive. An 
ancient and uninterrupted Tradition affures us, the 
Author of it was St. MarTHeEw, an Eye and 
Ear-witnefs of the principal Faéts he relates. The 
fame Tradition peremptorily maintains, that he 
wrote in Hebrew.— Wherefore, the Greek Text, 
whence this Verfion was made, is only a Tranflati- 
on from the original Hebrew, which is allowed on 
ail Hands to be now loft. Before this Greek Verfi- 
on was generally received by the Chriftian Church, 
every one tranflated the Hebrew as well as he could. 
The prefent Greek Text was very foon re- 
ceived by the general Confent of Chriftians. How- 
ever, foearly asSt. Ferom’s Time it was uncertain 
who was the Author of that very Verfion, which 
had been long confeffed to be a faithful Copy of the 
Hebrew Original. 

The Sentiments of Antiquity, Mr. Scott adds, 
with refpeét to the Expediency of Tranflations of 
the Old Teftament, is evident from its Praétice.— 
‘s If our Bible contains a Revelation from God, a 
“¢ faithful Tranflation of it muft needs be ufeful to 
«¢ fuch as do not underftand the Originals. How 
¢¢ otherwife fhould they know the Contents of it ? 
<¢ Muft they be referred to the Decrees of ancient 
« Councils, or the Articles, Confeffions, and Cate- 
¢< chifms of modern Churches? But is not this to 
‘ Jeave the clearer Fountains of facred Truth, and 
<< drink the mere muddy Streams of human Com. 
‘< pofures, which favour of the Imiperfeétions of 
¢s their Authors? Is not this to prefer the obfcure 
«© Twilight to the Splendor of the Mid-day Sun? 
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«¢ But are not Verfions human Compofures as 
«s well as Articles, &c. Yes, and therefore they 
“¢ alfo difcover the Fallibility of their Authors. 
‘s However, is not a /iteral and faithful Verfion 
‘¢ nearer to the Original, than Decrees of Councils, 
“ and Articles of Faith, ftudioufly drawn up in un- 
“¢ fcriptural Terms, to ferve a particular Hypothe- 
‘¢ fis, which is, and muft be, always, the Cafe ? 
“¢ Juft fo the Streams are clearer near the Foun- 
“¢ rain-head, and the Day brightens as the Sun ad- 
** vances to its Meridian Altitude. 

With regard to the Tranflation here before us, 
Mr. Scott fays, ** Wehave a Verfion of St. Mat- 
THEW’S Gofpel, and that a GooD one too; but 
if I prefent my Reader with a Better, [ do him 
no Injury. And had I not thought this Tranfla- 
tion on fome Accounts to have the Advantage, 
‘¢ | had not troubled the Publick with it. But 
‘¢ now it is publifhed, it muft {peak for itfelf, and 
the Publick hasa Right to judge for itfelf. T ene 
gage for nothing but Diligence and Impartiality, 
and have endeavoured to keep the Mean between 
a Verfion too paraphraftical and one too literal. 
By a too lax Verfion, the Tranflator frequently 
encroaches on the Province of an Expofitor; on 
the other hand, by one too literal, he often be- 
comes obfcure, or flat, nay fometimes even mif- 
reprefents his Author. Whilft we avoid either 
«< Extreme, we may fately obferve the following 
“ Rule; That Ambiguities are generally to be re- 
« tained, and /upplemental Words rarely inferted, 
*s except where the Genius of a Language makes 
“¢ them neceflary, or various Readings render them 
adviicable, 

Before the Reader paffes a final Judgment on this 
Performance, Mr. Scott defires he will give it a 
careful Perufal, and an impartial Examination, 
which is but Juttice, and he afks no Favour. Un- 
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82 The Works ofthe LEARNED. Art.7; 


doubtedly, he fays, it will undergo a ftrict Scrutiny, 
and he defires it may, the ftricter the better, pro- 
vided it be under the Direétion of a Chriftian Tem- 
per, and a fingle Regard to Truth. Let it ‘be cri- 
tically compared with the Original, and with our 
publick Englifh Tranflation: Then let the Altera- 
tions for the better, be balanced againft thofe for 
the worfe ; and if thefe laft fhall really be found 
to preponderate, he will allow his Labour loft and 
his Time mifpent. However, this Satisfaction will 
ftill remain, that his real Defign was to ferve the 
- Publick. 

The Setect Notes are defigned, he tells us, 
to vindicate his own Verfion, and confirm it by 
proper Authorities from Writers of eftablifhed Cre- 
dit. And whereas fome Critics have reflected on 
he Style of the New Teflament as Helleniftical, he 

thought he fhould do a rea] Service to our holy 
Religion, by removing, that Prejudice againft the 
Standard of it. This Attempt to vindicate (in 
many Inftances at leaft) the Purity of the Scrip- 
ture Style, is built on the Foundation laid by Mr. 
Blackwall in his Sacred Claffics, who neverthelefs 
allows of many Hledraifms in the New Teffament. 
How indeed, as Mr. Scott fays, was this to be a- 
voided, ** fince all the facred Writers (except St. 
‘© Luke and St. Paul) feem to have been illiterate 
“© Fews, not converfant with the correcteft Authors 
«in the Greek Language?” Now if he can fhew, 
that thefe Forms of Expreffion, called Hebrai/ms, 
are to be found in the pureft Greek Writers, the 
Ground of the Reflection ceafes, or the ‘correcteft 
Greek Writers themfelves are likewife expofed to 
ir, which will never be allowed.———Tho?’ after all, 
fhould the Inelegancy of the Scripture be allowed, 
that does not in the leaft affect the divine Authority 
of the facred Writings, nor detract from their in- 
trinfic Worth, or relative Importance. | 
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The Review of Dr. Mill’s Notes on St. Mar- 
thew’s Gofpel, Mr. Scott was the rather induced to 
publifh, becaufe he had often obferved learned 
Men quoting the Dottor’s various Readings, with- 
out the leaft Sufpicion of any Errors in them; de- 
pending fomewhat too implicitely on the Doctor's 
Judgment and Diligence, as well as Integrity. 
Whereas that Gentleman’s Collations of VSS. were 
fo far from being entirely exempt from Errors or 
Omiffions, that the Number of both is fo great, in 
that Part of his Collection which is taken from the 
ancient Verfions, as affords our Author room to flat- 
ter himfelf he fhould do hisCountrymen a real Plea- 
fure and Service, by correéting the one, and fup- 
plying the other. 

The Method which Mr. Scozt has obferved in his 
Verfion is this: He divides it not into Chapters, as 
the Tranflation in our common Bibles is divided, 
but into Sections; of whichhe makes thirty-four ; 
whereas our Bible divides St. Matthew’s Gofpel in- 
to twenty-eight Chapters only. But at the Top of 
each Page he fets downthe Number of the Chapter, 
as diftinguifhed in our Bible, correfponding with 
the Section or Seétions that fill thofe Pages ; and 
where any Paragraph of his Sections coincides with 
the Beginning of a Chapter in the common Bible, 
the Number of that Chapter is denoted on the Side 
of that Paragraph. 

Nor has he divided his Se€tions into Verfes, after 
the fame Manner as our Chapters are divided. But 
he has divided them into Paragraphs, each Para- 
graph containing the Matter of feveral Verfes ; in 
which, Regard is had to the Subject ; .the Paragraph 
being fhort or long as the diftinét Branches of that 
require. . Thus (which may ferve to give an Idea 
of the whole) . 
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The twenty-fecond Seétion of Mr. Scott’s Verfi- 
on correfponds with the firft feventeen Verfes of the 
twenty-firft Chapter of St. MaTTHEWw in our Bible; 
and goes on in this Form: 


Sect. XXII. 


CHAP.1 A” D as they drew nigh to Jerufalem, 

XXI, and were come to Bethphage unto the 

UW/v~u Mount of Olives, then Jefus fent two Dif- 
ciples, 2 Saying unto them, go into the 
Village that is over againft you, and ye fhall 
find immediately an Afs tied, and a Colt 
with her. Unty them and bring them to 
me. 3 And if any one fay any thing 
unto you, ye fhall fay: The Lord hath 
need of them; and he will immediately fend 
them. 

4 Now all this was done, that it might 
be fulfilled, which was fpoken by the Pro- 
phet, faying; 5 Say ye to the Daughters of 
Sion, behold, thy King cometh unto thee 
meek, and riding on an Afs, and a Colt, 
the Foal of an Afs. 

6 The Difciples went, and did as Jefus 
had commanded them, 7 And brought the 
Afs and the Colt, and laid their Clothes up- 
onthem, and they fet sim upon them. 8 
And a very great Multitude fpread their 
Clothes in the Way, others cut down Branches 
from the Trees, and {pread them in the 
Way. 9 And the Multitude that went be- 
fore, and that followed, cried, faying ; Ho- 
fanna to the Son of David. Bleffed de he 
that cometh inthe Name of the Lord: Ho- 
fanna in the higheft. 

10 And when he was come into Jerufa- 
lem, all the City was moved, faying; Who 

is 





Ast.7. For AUGUST, 1741. 85 
is this? 22 The Multitudes faid; This is 
Jefus the Prophet, who és of Nazareth of 
Galilee, &c. 


In the Margin of the feveral Pages of the Verfion, 
Mr. Scott has inferted various Readings. 

It isto be wifhed that Mr.Scotr had printed 
his Notes along withthe Text: The Manner where- 
in he has difpofedthem, in adiftinét Part of the Vo- 
lume, following the Verfion, feeming not {fo conve- 
nient asthat would have been. In things which the 
Mind is to confider thus relatively, the Tranfition 
from one to the other fhould be as immediate as 
poffible. The Reader may indeed be pleafed with 
the Notes at any Rate: Neverthelefs, his Pleafure 
mutt have been greater, if his Trouble of referring 
had been lefs than the prefent Contrivance ren- 
ders it. 

The Review of Dr. Mri1’s various Readings in 
St. Mattbew’s Gofpel, which appears to be very ju- 
dicious and candid, will be agreeable to every one 
that defires a critical Acquaintance with this Part 
of the facred Writings; and who pays no impli- 
cite Submiffion to any Man’s Authority in Things 
of this Nature. 

That which led the Doctor, who was truly a great 
Man, into many of thofe Errors, which our Author 
undertakes to rectify, was his Ignorance of the Oyi- 
ental Languages ; which obliged him, as Mr. Score 
tells us, to depend on their Latin Verfions, printed 
in our Englifh Polyglott. This, he adds, is no more 
than the Doétor himfelf is fo ingenuous as to own. 
After which Confeffion, our Author thinks he may 
be allowed to correct any Miftakes the Do¢tor com- 
mitted through his Confidence in thefe /econd-hand 
Tranflations, without any Sufpicion of a defigned 
Reflection on the Memory of that worthy Gentle- 
man, whom he highly honours, and confiders as de- 
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$6 The Works ofthe LrArnep. Art. 8, 
ferving the Thanks of the whole Chriftian World, 
for his valuable Edition of the New Teflament. 


ARTICLE VII. 


The Divine Legation of Moses demonftrated, 
on the Principles of a Religious Deift, from 
the Omiffion of the Doctrine of a FuTURE 
State of Reward and Punifhment in the 
Jewisu DisPENsATIOoN. By. William 
Warburton, M. A. Chaplain to his Royal 
Highnefs the Prince of Wales. The fecond 
Volume, in two Parts, in O&avo: Both 
Parts confifting of 678 Pages, befidesa Pres 
face, Dedication, and Appcndix. | 


‘HE firft Volume of this Work, an Account 

of which I have given formerly, made its 

Way into the World,without any thing to patronize 
or recommend it, but the general Character of the 
Writer, and its own proper Merit, The latter 
was acknowledged by the Applaufes of a great. 
Number of the beft Judges, and by the Slanders of 
thofe, whofe Envy could not brook the Author’s 
fuperior Genius ; The Luftre of that was not in the 
Power of thefe Malignants to obfcure; they aimed 
therefore at obftructing its Influence, by reprefenting 
it employed in the Subverfion of what all good 
Men among us efteem facred y thereby hoping to 
render it obnoxious to thofe very People, whofe 
Friendfhip only our Author defires, and in 
whofe Interefts he profeffedly engages. The Learn- 
ed, the Wife, and the-Candid, were no otherwife 
influenced by this Outrage, than tobe incited to the 
clofeft Examination of a Performance, fo bitterly 
oppofed 
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oppofed by Men pretending Religion and Ortho- 
doxy ; the Refult of which is no other than what 
might, be expected from Perfons of their Difpotition; 
that is, an Approbation of a Scheme calculated to 
evince the Divinity of the Zewi/b and Chriftian In- 


ftitutions, fupported by juft Reafoning, and adorn, - 


ed with the Charms of polite Literature. This fe- 
cond Part of fo laudable an Undertaking, hasbeen 
impatiently expected by Men of the beft Tafte and 
Difcernment: And may we not hope their Satisfac- 
tion rifes as Mr. Warburton proceeds; their Ad- 
miration of his Syf{tem increafes, in Proportion to 
the Difcovery of it; and that they are the more 
thoroughly perfuaded of its Strength, as they fee 
how eafily the Antagonifts of it are foiled ? 

The Preface and the Appendix tothe firft Part of 
this Volume, our Author has appropriated to his 
Calumniators. I know fome have blamed him for 
ftriking ata Set of Enemies, who muft have funk 
through their own Impotency, What need, fay 
they, has he to defend himfelf againft thofe, whofe 
keeneft Effortscannot hurt him, whofe A ffaults can 
injure no one but themfelves, and whom it is no 

onour to have conquered ? All this may be true, 
and yet, with Submiffion to thefe Objectors, it does 
not follow, that Mr. Warburton is to be cenfured 
on this Score, For befides that the Correéction he has 
beftowed upon thefe temerarious A fiailants affords the 
moft ferious Reader fome Diverfion, by the Manner 
in which it is adminiftered ; it may, over and above, 
have fome good Effeét on the future Conduct of the 
Offenders themfelves; as well as be a Warning to 
others, whom it may prevent from committing the 
like Enormities, to the Detriment of their own Re- 
putation, and the Difturbance of the Republic of 
Letters. ® . ~The 


* I would by no means be thought in any thing] have here 
aid, relating to Mr. Warburton’s Antagonifls, to have the leait 
Reference 
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The firft Volume of this Work was addrefied to 
the Freethinkers ; Mr. Warburton has thought fit 
to infcribe this to the Jews. He fuppofes the 
principal Reafons which keep this People inchained 
toa flavifh Difcipline, fo long aiter the free Offers 
of Redemption, are thefe two: Firf,°A Prefumpii- 
on that the Religion of Mo/es is perfect, and fo 
complete in all its Members, as to be abundantly 
capable of fupplying the fpiricual Wants of Man- 
kind ; by qualifying human Nature for the Enjoy- 
ment of the fupreme Good ; and by propofing and 
procuring the Pofieffion of that Good: Concluding 
hence, and rightly, that the Law was given as a 
perpetual Ordinance to be obferved throughout all 
their Generations for ever. Secondly, A Perfuafion 
that the Prophecies (a neceffary Credential of the 
Meffiah) which, we fay, relate to JESUS, relate 
to him only in a fecondary Senfe; which they fup- 

ofe a vifionary fanatic Manner of Interpretation, 
invented by ignorant Chriffians toupholda ground- 
Jefs Claim. Thefe are the two grand Obftacles of 
the Converfion of thefe Unbelievers: And our Au- 
thor — the Sequel of this Dedication, in fhew- 
ing them how the Book here addreffed to them, 
removes all thefe Impediments, and clears up all 
their Difficulties. He concludes it with the follow- 


Reference to feveral Per‘ons of diftinguifhed Worth and Learn- 
ing, from whom he has happened to differ in the Courfe of this 
Work. I have too high a Veneration for their Names and Cha- 
racters, to {peak of them in the Terms here ufed; and'I em ful- 
ly perfuaded I herein perfeétly agree with Mr. Warburton ; how- 
ever, through a natural Warmth of Spirit, and Zeal for 
Truth, he may now and then feem to have treated them with 
lefs Ceremony than Men of a more artificial ‘Turn would have 
ufed. I have thofe only in View, whom he handles in his Pre- 
face and Appendix,who were Aggreflors, and who, without any 
Provocation from Mr. Warburton, broke through the Rules of 
Good-breeding and Prudence, as well as the Lews of Chriltiani- 
ty; not only to overturn his Syftem, before taney could judge of 
iz, but to deftroy even his good N ame. 

Ing 
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ing Obfervation, which ought, he thinks, to have 
fome Weight with them. ‘+ Whoever, fays he, 
«¢ reads your Hiftory, and believes you, on your 
«< own Word, to be ftill obliged to the Religion 


a 


~~ 


of Mofes, and to have nothing to expect trom 
that of JESUS, muft needs regard you as a 
People long fince abandoned ot GOD. And 
thofe who neither read nor believe, will pretend, 
at leaft, to think you abandoned of Reafon. Our 
Scriptures alone give us better Hopes of your 
Condition. For a Time, as they affure us, 
will come, when this Veil fhall be taken from 
your Hearts. And who knows how near the 
Day of Vifitation may be? At leaft, who 
would not be zealous of contributing, tho’ in the 
ss very loweft Degree, to fo glorious a Work? 
‘<< For if the Fall of you be the Riches of the 
World, and the diminifbing of you the Riches of 
the Gentiles, how much mure your Fulne{s! So 
the Apoftle Pax]: Who at the fame time affures 
us, that Blindnefs in Part is happened to Ifrael, 
until the Fulnefs of the Gentiles be comein. And 
* fo all Urael fhall be faved. 

This fecond Volume is divided, as the former 
was, into three Books. The firft of thefe Books, 
(or the fourth of the whole Work) proves the high 
Antiquity of the Arts and Empire of Egypt, and 
that that bigh Antiquity illuftrates and confiwms the 
Truth of the Mofaic Religion. 

This Subject is profecuted in fix Sections. The 
firft of thefe is introductory, fhewing, That the u- 
niverfal Pretence to Revelation, proves the Truth of 
fome, and particularly of the Jewith. 

It was made to appear in the foregoing Volume, 
that it had been the conftant Practice of Mankind 
to liften to and embrace fome pretended Revelati- 
on, to the Negleét of what is called, in contradiftin- 
ction thereunto, the Religion of Nature. This wr 
verfa 
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verfal Propenfity the Deift acknowledges, nay af- 
feéts to glory in, as a Difcredit to thofe Revelations 
which we receive for true. Yet furely, as our Au- 
thor fays, nothing ever afforded him lefs Caufe of 
Triumph than this; a Confequence flowing from 
it entirely fubverfive of his whole Scheme. 

For we may afk fuch a one, what could poffibly 
induce al! Mankind, in all-Ages, fo readily to em- 
brace thefe offered Revelations, but 

1. Either a Confcioufnefs of their needing a re- 
vealed Will for their Rule of Action; or, 

2. An old Tradition, that God had ufed to vouch- 
fate it to their Forefathers. 

There can be no third; for ** a general Effect 
«¢ muft have as general a Caufe: Which, in this 
* Cafe, is only to be found in the Nature of Man; 
ss or in a Tradition preferved in the whole Race. 
© Prince-craft or Prieft-craft might indeed offer 
« them for private Ends, but nothing fhort of a 


a 


a 


~ © common Reafon could difpofe Mankind to ace 


‘s cept them. 

I, As to Man’s Con/ciou/nefs of his Want of a 
Revelation ; that, Mr. Warburton fays, may fairly 
be inferred from the miferable Blindnefs of his Con- 
dition: Which all Antiquity teftifies ; and which is 
more evident than a thoufand other Arguments can 
make it, in the very Difpofition to receive fuch ab- 
furd Schemes of Religion as Revelations from Hea- 
ven; feeing this argues an Ignorance of the very 
Principles of natural Religion, a moderate Know- 
ledge of which would certainly have deteéted the 
Impofture of thefe Pretences. ‘* But now, Men fo to- 
<¢ tally at a lofs fora Rule of Life, would greedi- 
¢ Jy embrace any Direction that came with a San¢ti- 
‘¢ on from Heaven, 

If we turnto the few wife and learned of Anti- 
quity, our Author fays, we fhall find the Matter 
{till more defperate. Thefe were blinder eventhan 

the 














the People; and in Proportion, as they were lefs 
confcious of their Ignorance. ——The two funda- 
meatal Supports of Natural Religion are the Belief 
of a future State, and the Knowledge of moral Ob- 
ligation._ The firft they unanimoufly agreed to re- 
jet: And tho’ in the latter they agreed not at all, 
and no two went the fame Way, yet no one hit up- 
on the right: ** The Honour of this Difcovery was 
«¢ referved for true Revelation, which teaches us, 
«in Spight of unwilling Hearers, that the real 
“© Ground of moral Obligation is the Will of God. 
II. There only remains that other poffible Caufe, 
the general Tradition of God’s early Revelation of 
bimfelf to Mankind, as delivered in Scripture. Our 
Author, for his Part, fuppofes both concerned in 
the Effeét; and that that State of Mind which dif 
pofed Men to fo ready and general a Reception of 
thefe numerous Impoftures, was the Refult of the 
Confcioufnefs of their Wants, joined to the Preju- 
dice of Tradition. If the Deift allows the latter, 
he gives up the Queftion; if the former, Mr. 


Warburton fays, we fhall try to extort it fromhim: ° 


A ftrong Prefumption arifing from hence in Favour 
of Revelation. 

sé For if Mankind (let the Caufe be what it will) 
¢¢ be fo unavoidably blind and helplefs, it is high- 
«¢ ly reafonable to think, that the good God would 
<¢ Jead and enlighten him by an extraordinary Reve. 
<¢ Jation of his Will. : 

The Infidel + indeed, as our Author notes, thinks 
to obviate this Reafoning by faying, that this Blind- 
nefs is Man’s own Fault, and might be remedied 
by his own Attention and Induftry, and therefore 
that there is no need of, or Reafon to expect, any 
extraordinary Illumination. | 


+ Tindal is the Perfon here particularly intended. 


Mr. 
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Mr. Warburton anfwers, ‘* That what had been 
«© the Way of Man from the Beginning of the 
¢¢ World to the Birth of Chrift, was like to conti- 
«¢ nue fo tothe End of it. A Deviation ftarting 
*¢ from no partial Caufe of Climate, Government, 
“© or Age; but the fatal Effect of bumanWeakne/s 
“© inthe Circumftance of an earthly Situation.—— 
¢ By the Fault of Man ’tis true; but fuch a Fault 
«s as was feen, by fad Experience, Man could ne- 
¢ ver remedy. He therefore flies to Heaven for 
ss Relief; and would feem to have Reafon for his 
“© Confidence. 

But to this the Unbelicver replies readily ; that if 
fuch be our Condition, it may indeed want Re- 
drefs, but then a Revelation of the Rule of Right 
can never give a fufficient one ; as is plain by the 
corrupt State of the Chriftian Wold, 

In Oppofition to this idle Reafoner our Author 
obferves, *‘ There is an extreme Difference between 
*s the Corruption of the Pagan and Chriftian 
© World. Inthe Pagaz, where falfe Revelations 
*¢ had given Men wrong Ideas of the Attributes of 
‘¢ the Deity, they muft of Courle, and did in Faé&t 
«6 act vicioufly upon PrincitpLe; a Condition 
‘ of Blindnefs that feemed to call out on God’s 
“¢ Goedne/s for a Remedy: But in the Chriftian 
¢ World, for the very contrary Reafon, all wicked 
s+ Men aét ill acaAInNsT PRINCIPLE 3 a Conditi- 
«s onof Perverfenefs that feems to call out for no- 
* thing but his Jutftice. 

In this Manner does Mr. Warburton turn the 
Unbeliever’s own Weapons againft him, and em- 
ploy them in the Defence of that very Pofition 
which he intended to deftroy ; I mean the high 
Probability of God’s baving aftually given a Reve- 
lation te Mankind. 

If chen there be fuch a thing as ¢rue Revelation, 
our higheft Interefts, as our Author fays, will en- 
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gage us in the Search of it: And we fhall want no 
Encouragement to proceed, becaufe it muft needs 
have fome charaferiftic Mark to diftinguith it from 
the faife. And this Mark muft be our Guide. 

«¢ Now if we look round the ancient World, and 
« cake a View of the numerous Religions of Pa- 
«¢ ganifm, we fhall find (notwithftanding all pre- 
‘¢ tended to be original, and all were aétually inde- 
‘< pendent) fo perfect a Harmony in their Genius, 
and Conformity in their Miniftrations, as to the 
“< Objef, Subjeft, and End of religious Worthip, 
«< chat we muft needs conclude them to be all falfe, 
or all true, But all true they could not be, be- 
caufe they contradiéted one another, in Matters 
ot Practice and Speculation, protefied to be ree 
vealed. 
‘¢ But in this prodigious Number of pretended 
«¢ Revelations, we find ong, in an obfcure Quar- 
‘¢ ter of the Globe, inhabited by a fingle Family, 
fo fundamentally oppofite to all the other Infti- 
tutions of Mankind, as would tempt us to con- 
6s clude we have here found what we fearch for. 

The many Particulars in which this Religion dif- 
fered from all others, is occafionally explained by 
our Author, inthe Sequel of this Part of his Work. 
For, as his Subject forced him, in the former Vo- 
lume, to draw into View thofe Marks of Agreement 
which the fa//e had with true Revelation; fo the 
fame Subje&t brings him now to the more pleafing 
Tafk of fhewing wherein the true differed from the 
Here he takes notice only of that prima- 
ry and grand Mark of Diftinction that differenced 
Fudaifm from all the reft ; which was its pretend- 
ing TO COME FROM THE FIRST CAUSE OF ALL 
THINGS, AND CONDEMNING EVERY OTHER 
RELIGION FOR AN IMPOSTURE. 

Nothing is more amazing in all Pagan Antiqui- 
ty, and yet there is nothing, Mr. Wgrburton fays, 
modern 
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modern Writers are more accuftomed to pafs over 
without Reflection, than this, that amidft the end- 
Jefs Revelations of the Heathen Nations, not one 
fhould pretend to come from the firft Caufe of all 
Things, or fhould condemn the reft of Falfe- 
hood, The primitive Fathers regarded this with an 
Attention becoming fo extraordinary a Circum- 
{tance ; and in order-to account for it, recurred ge- 
neraliy to the Agency of the Devil. .This our Au- 
thor fuppofes they were led to, by fuch Confiderati- 
Ons as thefe, —‘* That had thefe Impoftures been 
«< the fole Agency of Men, it is inconceivable that 
« no one falfe Prophet, no one fpeculative Philo~ . 
«¢ fopher, who regulated States, were well acquaint- 
ed with the firft Caufe, and affected Singularities 
and Refinement, fhould ever have pretended to 
receive his Revelations from the only true God, 
or have condemned the reft as falle; was it om 
Jy in order to advance his own above the reft, in 
point ef Original or Truth: On the contrary, fo 
averfe were they to any thing of this, that thofe 
«« who pretended to Infpirations from Fupiter, ne- 
«< ver confidered him in the Senfe of the Creator of 
all Things, but as the local tutelary Jupiter, 
him of Crete, for inftance, or Libya, Again, 
thofe who pretended to the belt Syftem of Keli- 
gion, meant not the beft fAmply ; but only that 
which was fo for their own Community. 
This, on a Suppofition of no fupernatural Agen- 
cy, feemed, as we fay, utterly usaccountable. 
But admitting the Devil to his Share, a very 
good Reafon of it might be affigned : For it is cer- 
« tain, that his fuffering any of his Agents to pre- 
«¢ rend Infpiration from the firft Caufe, would have 
« greatly endangered Idolatry ; and his fuffering 
« any of them to condemn the reft of Falfehood, 
would (by fetting Men upon Inquiry and Exami- 
chain s¢ pation) 
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«<¢ nation) /oon have put a Stop to the unbounded 
ss Progrefs of it. 

Thus, our Author imagines, the Fathers reafon- 
ed: And he believes our Freethinkers, with all tucir 
Logic, would find it difficult to fhew they reafoned 
wrong. 

But as it has been Mr. Warburton’s Bufinefs, all 
along, in the Fore-part of this Work, to inquire in- 
to the natural Caufes of Paganifm, in all its amaz- 
ing Appearances, fo he goes on, in the fame way, 
to fee what may be affigned for this (moft amazing 
of all) which we have been mentioning. And he 
obferves, 

Firft, That the falfe Prophet and Politician, who 
formerly cheated under one and the fame Perfon *, 
found it neceffary, on his Character of Prophet, to 
pretend Infpiration from the God moft reverenced 
by the People + ; and this God was generally one 
of their dead Anceftors, or Citizens, whofe public 
Benefaétions had procured him divine Honours; and 
who of Courfe was a local tutelary Deity. On 
his political Character he thought it of greateft Ufe 
to have the national Worfhip, that of the Founder 
of the Society, or the Father of the Tribe: Fora 
God, who was peculiarly concerned for them, fuic- 
ed the grofs Conceptions of the People much betier 
than a univerfal Deity. But this Praétice was una- 
voidably attended with two Principles, which pre- 
vented all Pretence of Revelation from one God 
the Creator. The firft was, that Opinion of their 
Divines, that the fupreme Being did not immediate- 
ly concern himfelf with the Government of the 
World, but left it to local tutelar Deities, his Vicege- 
rents. The fecond, that Opinion oftheir Legiflators, 


* See Div. Leg. Vol. 1. p. 322,—3. T Jdid. p. 101. 
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that it would be of fatal Confequence to Society to 
difcover the firft Caufe of all Things to the People, 

But Secondly, That which one would imagine 
fhould have brought the one God, the Creator, to 
the Knowledge of the World, in fome public reli- 
gious Inftitution, namely its being taught to fo ma- 
ny in the Myfferies, and particularly to all wiio fet 
upon Revelation and Lawgiving, was the very 
Thing that kepthim unknown: ‘* Becaufe all who 
«© were thus taught it, had theKnowledge communi- 
«< cated to them under the moft folemn Seal of Se- 
“S crecy. 

Thirdly, While the firft Caufe was thus rejected 
or unknown, and nothing acknowledged in the pub- 
lic Worfhip but local tutelary Deities, each of which 
had his own Appointment, and little concerned 
himfelf with that of another’s, no one Keligion 
could accufe the other of Fallehood, becaufe they 
all ftood upon the fame Foundation. 

How far this may account, in a natural way, for 
the Matter in Queftion, our Author fubmits to the 
Judgment of the Learned. 

Here then, he fays, we reft. An e/fential Diffe- 
rence between the Fewi/h and all other Religions is 
now found: The very Mark we wanted, to diicri- 
minate the ¢rve from the fa//e. 

And here Mr. Warburton clofes the firft Seétion 
of his 2d Volume ; my Abftraét of which has been 
the larger, as its Subject leads us the more eafily in- 
to the main Road of the Inquiry we are upon: For 
it is obvious thereby, as he iays, that he is purfuing 
no’ defperate Adventure, while he endeavours to de- 
duce the Divinity of Mosgs’s Law, from the Cir- 
cumftances of the Law itfelf. 

He now goes on in his propofed Demonftration. 
And having proved, in the foregoing Volume, the 
firjt and fecond Propofitions That the inculcate- 
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ing the Doctrine of a future State of Rewards and 
Punifhments ts neceffary to the well-being of Civil 
Society 3——— and, That all Mankind, efpecially 
the moft wife and learned Nations of Antiquity, have 
concurred in believing and teaching that this Doc- 
trine was of fuchUfe to Civil Society : —- He comes 
in the fecond Section to the third Propofition, 

THAT THE DocTRINE OF A FUTURE STATE 
OF REWARDS AND PUNISHMENTS IS NOT TO 
BE FOUND IN, NOR DID MAKE PART OF, THE 
Mosaic DisPENSATION. 

In Support of the two firft Propofitions, Mr. 
Warburton had to do with the Atheift and Free- 
thinker ; in Defence of this third, he has much the 
harder Fate, as he fays, of finding an Adverfary in 
the Quarter of our Friends (the Coriffians :) ‘+ For 
s¢ it hath unluckily happened, that miftaken Con- 
‘¢ ceptions of the Yewi/h and Chriffian Diipenfati- 
‘© ons have made fome Advocates of Revelation 
‘© always unwilling to confefs the Truth here con- 
«© tended for; and a late defpicable Whimfey con- 
“ cerning an early Sadduci/m amongit the He- 
‘© brews hath now violently inclined them to op- 
© pofe it. 

Thefe various Prejudices therefore oblige him 
to prove the third Propofition in as full a Manner 
as he proved both the former; and this will require 
a previous Explanation of the Mo/aic Policy. 

To forma right Idea of that Infticution, it will 
be neceffary to know the Genius and the Manners 
of the Hebrew People, tho’ it be, as we contend, 
of divine Appointment ; and ftill more neceffary to 
know the Character and Abilities of their Law- 
giver, if it be, as the Infidel pretends, only of ha- 
mai. 

Now, fays Mr. Warburton, ** As this People 
« and their Leader, immediately on receiving the 
«“ Daw, were juft come from a ftrange Country, 
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«© Ecypt; where the firft had been held in Sla- 
«© very and Oppreffion ; and the other bred at 
«© Court, and inftructed in all the Learning of their 
«¢ Colleges; it muft be that the Genius and Man- 
«¢ ners of both would receive a high Tincture from 
 thofe with whom they had fo long converfed: 
és And in Faét, Holy Scripture affures us, that 
«s, Moses was learned in all the Wifdom of the E- 
«© gyptians, and the People were befotted with ail 
¢ their Whoredoms or Ldolatries. 

It will be of Importance then to know the State 
of Egyptian Superftition and Learning in thefe early 
Times. This, one would think, fhould be no dif- 
ficult Inquiry: And that the fame Scripture which 
tells us Moszs and his People brought their Wi/- 
dom and Superftitions from Egypt, fhould tell us al- 
fo what they both were. And fo indeed, Mr. 
Warburton fays, it does, as he afterwards fhews: 
Yet, by ill Luck, the plain Faé& ftands at ptefent 
fo precarious, as to need much Pains and many 
Words to make it owned. * Divines do indeed 
«¢ feem to allow the Teftimony of Srephen and E- 
“© zekiel, under the Impulfe of Infpiration, that 
“ Mofes was learned in all the Wifdom, and the 
<¢ People devoted to all the Superftitions of Egypt; 
¢ yet, when they come to explain that Learning, 
¢ they make it to confift of fuch Fopperies, as a 
¢ wife and honeft Man, like Moses, could not 
«¢ and would not ufe: When they come to parti- 
«© cularife thofe Superftitions, they will not even al- 
«© low the golden Calf to be one of them: For by 
«¢ anodd Chance, the Infidels and we have changed 
s¢ Weapons; and our Enemies attack us with the 
«¢ Bible, to prove the Egyptians very learned and 
« very fuperftitious in the time of Moses; and we 
ss defend ourfelves againft ic with the New Chrono- 
“< logy of Sir //aac Newton, to prove them very 
*¢ barbarous and innocent, 
| : Mr. 
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Mr. Warburton informs us very circumftantially 
how this Interchange happened; and in order to 
rectify the Miftake, he endeavours to prove the four 
following Propofitions. 

1. That the Egyptian Learning, celebrated in 
Scripture, and the Egyptian Superftition there con- 
demned, were the very Learning and Superttition 
reprefented by the Greek Writers, as the Honour 
and Opprobrium of that Kingdom. 

2. That the Jewi/s People were extremely fond 
of Egyptian Manners, and did frequently fail into 
Egyptian Superftitions: And that many of the Laws 
given to them by the Miniftry of Moses were in- 
{tituted, partly in Compliance to their Prejudices, 
and partly in Oppofition to thofe Superttitions. 

3. That Moses’s Egyptian Learning, and the 
Laws he inftituted in Compliance to the People’s 
Prejudices, and in Oppofition to Egyptian Superfti- 
tions, are noreafonable Objection to the Divinity of 
his Miffion. And, 

4. That thofe very Circumftances are a ftrong 
Confirmation of the Divinity of it. 

To evince the firft Propofition, Mr. Warburton 
employs a great Apparatus of Learning, in fhewing, 
both by external and internal Evidence, the juft 
Pretenfions which Egypt had to the fuperior Anti- 
Quity it affumed: And then examines the new Hy- 
pothefis of Sir J/aac Newton againft that Antiqui- 
ty. I fhall here juft mention thofe Particulars where- 
on he expatiates. 

Asto the Antiquity of Egypt, it is confefied on 
all hands, that the Greek Writers concur in repre- 
fenting that Country as one of the moft ancient and 
powerful Monarchies in the World.——To thefe 
Witneffes indeed it may be excepted, that they la- 
bour under the Charge of very great gnorance and 
no lefs Prejudice ; —— fo that were there no Writ- 
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vidence, their Teftimony would be very doubtful ; 
As were there Writings of much higher Antiquity 
to contradiét them, it ought to be entirely difcredit- 
ed.—_—In this Inquiry they are regarded no farther 
than they are fupported by facred Scripture. 

I, But in thefe facred Books, fo early as the 
Time of 4braham, we find a King in Egypt, of 
the common Name of Pharaoh; + which indicates 
the Civil Policy to be much the fame as in the fu- 
ture Times of Fo/feph and Mo/es;, and how perfect 
it then was will be feen hereafter.—— This Kingdom 
is reprefented as abounding in Corn.*—— We fee 
the Splendor of a luxurious Court, in the Princes 
that refided in the Monarch’s Houfhold. | 
And the Prefents made by Pharaoh to Abraham, 
appear worthy of a great King. | 

fl. The J/maelite Merchants Carrying thither 
Cargoes of Spicery, Balm, and Myrrh, and their 
Traffick in young Slaves, is another and a later 
Scripture Inftance of the Power and Wealth of E- 
gypt. | We find now a Captain of Pharaoh's 
Guards, a chief Butler and Baker, § Fine Lin- 
nen, Gold Chains, and State-Chariots given to Fo- 
fepb, Marks of Luxury and Politenefs: + 
And Store-Cities; no lefs Signs of good Policy and 
Opulence. # 

III. Another Proof of the vaft Power and Lux- 
ury of Egypt is the building of Treafure-Cities, ’ 
and the continual Employment of fo great a Mul- 
titude, asthe Hebrews were before their Exodus, in 
only preparing Materials for publick Edifices. 6 
Now alfo we find a ftanding Militia of Chariots 7 
and, what is more extrordinary, of Cavairy. € 








me 











+ Gen, xii. 15. * vy. 10. 4.15. | wv. 16. 
® Gen. xxxvii. 28. § lbid. xxxix. 40. t dhid. «ii. 42: 
43. " oid. xii. " Exod.i. 11. @ Chap. v. 14. 
a Clap. x'V, 7° ¢ vy, 9: 


We 





Art.8. For AUGUST, 1741. 101 


We may add, that Scripture every-where,through- 
out thefe three Periods, reprefents Agypt as one en- 
tire Monarchy, a certain Token of advanced Poli- 
cy and Power: All Countries, on their firft Egref- 
fion out of Barbarity, being divided into many lit- 
tle Principalities. 

But the Greek Writers do not tell us of the high 
Antiquity and Power of Egypt, in general only, 
but give a minute Account of Inftitutions, faid to 
be obferved there from the moft early Times, 
which belong only to a great and powerful People. 
And thefe Accounts likewife facred Scripture re- 
markably verifies. ‘Thus, 

I, With regard to the Priefthood, our Author 
quoies Diodorus Siculus, Herodotus, and Strabo, as 
perfectly agreeing in their Relations with Moses; 
whotells us, that the Egyptian Priefts were a diftinét 
Order in the State, and. had an eftablifhed landed 
Revenue ; —— That when the Laity were compelled 
by the Famine to fell their Lands to the Crown for 
Bread, the Priefts kept ¢heirs unalienated, and 
were fupplied Gratis. | —— That they enjoyed the 
higheft Offices of the State, and were Minifters and 
Privy-Counfellors to the Kings. 

Il. The next obfervable Circumftance of Con- 
fent between the Greck Hiftorians and Mossgs, is 
their Accounts of the ReLiGiousRiTEs of Fgypr. 
Herodotus informs us what Cattle the Egyptians 
efteemed facred, and which they appropriated to 
the Altar: And Moses’s Anfwer to Pharaoh, when 
he would have had the //raelites facrifice in the 
Land, according to theirown Cuftoms, imports the 
fame thing.* 

III. To come now to the Civit Arts of Egypr, 
—— What Herodotus fays concerning their Practice 
of Phyfic, that every Place was crouded with the 


+ Gen, xvii, 22. * Exod, viii. 26. 
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Profeffors of it, becaufe that every diftind Diftem- 
per, and Part of the Body, had each its own Phyfi- 
cian, well accords with ‘fo/épb’s houfhold Phyfi- 
cians being reprefented in Scripture as a Number ; 
And a more convincing Inftance of the Grandure, 
Luxury, and Politenefs of a People, cannot well 
be given than fuch a aca of this Faculty. 

But indeed it was this for which the Egyptian Na- 
tion was particularly ‘diftinguifhed, not only by the 
earlicft Greek Writers, but likewife by the Pro- 
phets; as Mr. Warburton fhews by Quotations 
from Jeremiah. 

There is a learned Writer, that differs from our 
Author in this Point. This is Mr. Shuckford : who, 
frightened with the common Panic of the high An- 
tiquity of Egypt, willendeavour to fhew the Art of 
Medicine tobe of much Jater Original, than is here af- 
figned. To make Room for his Hypothefis, he con- 
trives to explain away this direct Teftimony of Hero- 
dotus, by a very uncommonPiece of Criticifm.+ Our 
Author fets down the Subftance of this Gentleman’s 
Argument, in his own Words; and then makes it ap- 
pear, that the very Contrary of every Thing he has 
advanced upon this Head, is the Truth. He pro- 
ceeds afterwards to examine what Mr. Shuckford 
has faid, relating to the General Hiftory of Phyfic; | 
and he fhews, that he has been no luckier in his I- | 
maginations concerning this than the former Parti- 
cular. Mr. Warburton’s uncommon Sagacity and 
extenfive Learning are very confpicuous in thefe 
curious Difquifitions. Heclofes them with the en- 
fuing Periods; the former of which {pecifies the In- 
rent and Purpofe of them ; the latter exprefles the 


jaft Value he has of the Author with whom he here 
cifputes. 






Sacred and Profane Hif}. connefted. Vol. I. Ed. 2d. p, 
359, 360, 361, 304, 367. 
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<¢ If (fayshe) I have been longer than ordinary 
s¢ on this Subjeét, it fhould be confidered, that 
¢< the clearing up the State of the Egyptian Phyfic, 
«¢ js a Matter of Importance; for if the Praétice 
«in the Time of Fofeph was what the Greek 
« Writers reprefent it, as I think I have fhewn it 
«¢ was, then this Topic feems abfolutely decifive for 
¢ the high Antiquity of Egypt; and thelearned Per- 
‘© fon’s Hypothefis lying in my Way, it was in- 
“ cumbent on me to remove it.—For the reft, no 
‘© one has more Efteem for this truly learned and 
<< candid Writer, or for the Merit of his Work; 
«© which every where, but where his Hypothefis of 
‘¢ the low Afra of Gentile Knowledge hath mifled 
him, abounds with ufeful and well-grounded In- 
terpretations of facred Scripture. 
IV. We come in thelaft Place to the FUNERAL 
Rites of Egypt. Mr. Warburton cites the De- 
{criptions which Herodotus and Diodorus Siculus 
have given us of them; points out a Circumftance 
wherein thefe Hiftorians feem to vary from one an- 
other with regard to them; and then fhews, how 
the Scripture not only explains and confirms, but al- 
fo reconciles their feveral Accounts, 

«© On the whole, what ftronger Proof can any one 
«© require of a rich and powerful Monarchy, than 
‘© what our Author has given? Scripture de- 
‘¢ fcribes Egypt under that Condition, in the times 
‘© of the Patriarchs, and the Egreffion of their Po- 
“¢ fterity: The Greek Writers not only agree to this 
‘ high Antiquity, but fupport their Teftimony by 
«¢ a minute Detail of Cuftoms and Manners then in 
¢s ufe, which could belong only to a well-policy’d 
** Kingdom ; and thefe again are confirmed by the 
*¢ circumftantial Hiftory of Mosgs. 

But it isnot only in what they agree, but likewife 
in what they differ, that facred and profane Ac- 
counts are mutually fupported, and the high Anti- 
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quity of Egypt evinced: And with an Example of 
this our Author finifhes his third Section. 
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He fays, ‘* Diodorus tells us, that the Lands 
qveré divided between the King, the Priefts, and 
the Soldiery ; and Mossgs, as exprefly, that they 
were divided between the King, the Priefts, and 
the People. Now as contrary as thefe two Ac- 
counts look, ic will be found, on Examination, 
that this of Diodorus moft remarkably fupports 
all thac Moses hath delivered concerning the - 
gyptian Famine, and its Effects. For, Moses 
tells us, that before the Famine, al] the Lands of 
Fgypt were in the Hands of King, Priefts, and 
People; but that national Calamity brought the 
whole Pofieffions of the People into the King’s 
Hands; which muft needs make a_ prodigious 
Acceffion of Power to the Crown. But 7o/eph, 
in whom the Offices of Minifler and Patriot 
fupported each other, and jointly concurred 
to the publick Service, prevented, for fome 
time, the ill Effeéts of this Acceffion, by his 
farming out this new Domain to the old Proprie- 
tors, on very eafy Conditions. We may well 
fuppofe this wife Difpofition continued till that 
new King arofe wko knew not Joleph, thatis, 
would obliterate his Memory, as averfe to his 
Scheme of Policy. He, as appears from Scrip- 
ture, much affected a defpotic Government; to 
{upport which, he firft eftablifhed, as I colleét, 
a Standing Militia; and endowed it with the 
Lands formerly the People’s, whonow became a 
kind of Villains to this Order, and were obliged 
to perfonal Service ——ihus the Property of 
Egypt became divided in the Manner the Sici/ian 
relates: And it is remarkable, that from this 
Time, and not till now, we hear in Scripture of 
a Standing Militia, and of the King’s /ix bun- 
dred chofen Coartots. 
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We fhould now enter upon the fourth Se€tion of 
this Volume: But as this is a very long one, upon 
a very entertaining Subject, and is a fine Specimen 
of our Author’s great Learning and Penetration, it 
would be an Injury to contraét it within fo narrow a 
Compafs as we muft here neceffarily reduce it to; 
and therefore we chufe to make it the Matter of a 
diftin& Article. 





ARTICLE IX. 


N the laft Month, the Reader had an Epitome of 
the firft and fecond Chapters of Mr. Berriman’s 
Critical Differtation upon 1 T1M., ill. 16. to which 
we prefixed fome general Account of the Work. 
Our Abftraé&t of the firft Chapter comprehends the 
Rules which the learned Author has propofed, for 
diftinguifhing in various Readings which is ge- 
nuine: In that of the fecond Chapter we have taken 
notice of his Inquiry, how far the feveral Readings 
0, 0¢, ©,are countenanced by the Greek MSS. which 
he has there circumftantially defcribed. We are in 
this Article to take a fhort View of the Sequel of 
this Volume; beginning with the third Chapter, 
which contains an Examination of the Writings of 
the Greek and Latin Fathers, with reference to the 
Text in Queftion. 

Mr. Berriman acknowledges, that he knows not 
of any undifputed Teftimony that can be produced, 
from the Writings of the Greek or Latin Fathers, 
for the three firft Centuries, concerning this Text, 
on the one Side or the other,— During this Pe- 
riod the Latin Fathers take no notice of it at all; 
and the Greek Fathers take no fuch notice, as is any 
Manner of Prejudice to the common Reading; or 
gives any the leaft Countenance to that of the vul- 
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gar Latin. ——W hat is to be met with, among the 
Greek Writers, within this Space, in Favour of the 
common Reading o¢d¢, is confidered hereafter ; 
Our Author’s prefent Bufinefs is to inquire concern- 
ing the other Readings, ¢ and 6c. 

With regard to the Reading @ he takes no- 
tice, in the firft Place, that the anonymous Author 
of a MS. Differtation on this Text (mentioned by 
Mr. Le Clerc in his -Epiftle to Optimianus) has 
thought fit to cite Neflorius and Caffian, as reading 
it with ¢. But this Mr. Berriman elaborately evin- 
ces he has done without the Jeaft Foundation. 

Among the Works of Chry/ofiom however, he 
fays, a real Inftance may be found of a Greek Au- 
thor’s citing this Text with ©: It is in an Homily 
upon the Incarnation of our Lord Fefus Chrift 3 not 
wrote by Chry/oftom himfelf, but by a Perion, near 
his Time it may be, but of a very different Ac- 
count and Character, and from whom Accuracy is 
little to be expected.——- No _ great Strefs, Mr. Ber- 
viman has fhewn, is to be laid upon his ‘Teflimony 
in the Cafe before us. 

As little Refpect is due to Gelafius Cyzicenus, who | 
ts quoted by a namelefs Writer, + telling us, that . 
*¢ in the Council of Nice, a Perfon repeated the . 
‘© Words of St. Paul, as they are now read by | 
‘¢ Trinitarians, God was manifeft in the Flesh: ~ 
“¢ [but] was anfwered by Macarius, Bifhop of Fe- ' 
“© yufalem, that he miftook the Keading; for Se. | 
© Pauls Words are, Great is the Myfiery of God- 

“< Jine{t, WHICH was manifefled by Flefh.” This, 
it muft be confeffed, would be much to the Purpofe, 
if Gelafius could be at all depended upon, and his 
Account of the Matter had been truly reprefented 
by the abovefaid Writer: But it falls out quite others 
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wife, as Mr. Berriman demonftrates. He makes it 
appear, that this Hiftory of Ge/afus’s is a moft 
corrupt and fabulous Thing in itfelf; —— and then, 
that tho’ it were more worthy to be regarded, there 
is nothing faid therein, like what we are here told 
of. He plainly proves, that the above Account of 
correcting ©<d¢, as an erroneous Reading in this 
Place, and reftoring ¢ as the true one, is all over 
Falfehood. He makes it highly probable, that the 
true Reading of this Paffage in Gelafius was 
©r}s scavepaen ty capensis ** The prefent Reading of 
“© four MSS. of his Work, is ¢s; and if ¢ had 
ss been the Reading of all the MSS. of it, this 
«© would only prove that Gelafius, a very inaccu- 
“ rate Writer, had once cited the Text in this 
«¢ Manner ; but it would not have proved that Ma- 
“ ¢grius had cited it thus; and much lefs that he 
‘¢ had infifted that ¢, and not ©O¢d¢ was the true 
«© Reading of it; leaft of all, that this Reading 
s was confirmed by the Council of Nice; as theafore- 
¢¢ mentioned namelefs Writer pretends. 

Upon the whole, Mr. Berriman fays, * if there are 
«s no other Greek Writers than thefe to be produced 
¢ in Favour of the Reading 3, (and he muft confefs, 
«© he knows of none) it will have as lictle Countenance 
¢ from them, as it had before from the Greek MSS. 
‘© of St. Pauls Epiftles, 

His next Inquiry is, how the Matter ftands as 
to the Reading vc. And here he lets us fee, that 
itis not favoured by Fu/fin Martyr, nor by Origen. 
The MSS. of Gelafius above-mentioned may, he 
fays, perhaps be plaufibly urged in its Behalf; and 
tho” he thinks it much the leaft likely to be the 
Reading originally exhibited therein, yet as he 
can’t be certain it is not fo, he leaves every one at 
liberty to make the utmoft Ufe he can of it, as far 
asthe Credit of the Author, and the proper Import 
of this Citation will fuffer him to do. 
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There is likewife a Paffage in Cyri/, as cited by 
Photius, that, he owns, may be thought to look 
that way; but the Explication he has given thereof, 
very much changes the A fpeét of it. 

Befides the Authors that have been here mention- 
ed, Mr. Berriman knows of no others among 
the Greeks, that can be produced to countenance 
the Reading “¢. 

But now he judges it proper, in the want of po- 
fitive Evidence, to examine what Force there is in 
a negative Argument, that has been brought from 
the Fathers in general, and Cyril of Alexandria in 
particular, to fhew that ¢ or os, and not ©¢d5 was 
the Reading of the Text, with which they were 
acquainted. It feems Dr. Mill looked upon it as a 
wonderful thing that this Text was not produced 
(except by Fu/fin and Athanafius) before the Year 
3803 not even by any of thofe Catholic Fathers, 
who profeffedly colleéted the Texts of Scripture 
which eftablifh the Divinity of Chrift. And Dr. 
Clarke has made an Argument of this againft the 
common Reading of the Text. Mr. Berriman 
tranfcribes thofe Paflages which contain the Reafon- 
ing of the latter upon the Point, asthey are found ina 
Note upon this Text, in the 2d and 3d Editions of 
his Scripture Deéirine, &c.* Hethen fays, Dr. Mail 
perhaps might have ceafed his wondering, if he 
had confidered who thofe Catholic Fathers were, 
who fo induftrioufly colleéted the Texts of Scrip- 
ture that prove the Divinity of Chri: ‘* Were 
‘¢ they Latins ? Then it is no Wonder at all, if 
‘ following a Latin Verfion they omitted this 
‘© Text: For it is allowed the Latin Verfion had 
“ not Deus but Quod. Were they Greeks? What 
«¢ thenaretheir Names? And what is the Name of 
“© their Works? I doubt it will be hard to meet with 
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ss any thing of this Sort, within the Period men- 
6¢ tioned, 


a 


Dr. Clarke fays, tho’ the prefent Copies of many 
of the ancient Fathers have ©Oes now in the Text 
itfelf ; yet from the Tenor of their Comments upon 
it, and from their xever citing it in theArian Contro- 
ver/y, it appears they always read it Qui or Quod, 
till the Ceginning of the fixth Century. 

In this Paffage there is an Infinuation, of the 
Works of the Fathers having been corrupted by 
the Orthodox in Places relating to this Text, which 
Mr. Berriman is much difpleafed at, and which he 
does not fail to retort. 

As to the Difpute with the Arians, he fays, 
ss There was the lefs Reafon to produce this Texe, 
«¢ becaufe they did not deny that Chrift was called 
<¢ God in Scripture.” And as to the Affertion, 
that a// the Fathers read Qui or Quod, it is, he fays, 
avery hardone; ‘* and feems not well confiftent 
<s with what Dr. Clarke had quoted with Appro- 
«¢ bation from Dr. Adil, concerning Gregory N}f- 
«¢ fen; Tho’, if it was by Accident only, that he 
« {topped at Greg. Nxff: primus omnium, It is to be 
«© wifhed he had added the following Words, --- - 
“© guem luculentum hoc Apoftolt tefimonium ufurpa/- 
“* fe video, fortiterque Vvibraffe contra Eunomium ; 
«¢ for that might have obviated all the Chicane,a- 
<¢ bout not judging from the prefent Copies of Ny/- 
‘¢ fen and others, but from the Manner of their 
‘¢ commenting on the Place, how the Text was read 
s¢ in their Days. 

Mir. Berriman goes on about two Pages further 
than I have here quoted, reflecting on Dr. Clarke, 
whom he pronounces to have been plainly under the 
Power of Prejudice and Partiality with reference to 
this Matter. 

Upon the whole then, he fays, there appears to 
be nothing inthe negative Argument that has been 
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urged againft the common Reading ; either to abate 
_ the Credit of that, or add any Strength to the 
little that has been produced from the Greek Wri- 
ters, in Favour of the other Readings, 0’ and ds, 

He proceeds therefore, in the next Place, to in- 
quire, what may be met with among then, in Sup- 
port of the common Reading ©xd¢. 

He has already acknowledged, that he knows 
not of any clear Teftimony, within the three firft 
Centuries, concerning this Text, on the one Side or 
the other: But what he has any where obferved, 
which feems at all material, on either Side, he 
Jays before his Reader; and lets him judge, as he fees 
fit, of each Particular. 

He fhews that Ignatius is fuppofed to allude to it, 
in his Epiftle to the Ephefians, Sect. 19. That 
Hippolytus does the fame, before the Middle of the 
third Century, in his Treatife againft Noetus, c. 17. 
And that Diomyfius of Alexandria, or whoever 
wrote the Epiftle, under his Name, to Paul of 
Samofata, ules the very Words we now find in the 
Text. 

The following Centuries furnifh us with Proofs, 
that demand our Attention beyond the foregoing, 
and will afford much better Satisfaction. 

The firft Author mentioned is Athanafius ; in 
whofe Works, Mr.Berriman fays, 1 Tim. iii. 16. is 
more than once refer’d to, and ©¢i¢ idavepwOn iv ccepri 
is read as the Words of the Apoftle. He produces 
two Paffages, and hints at another, as Inftances of 
this. One is in the 4th Epiftle to Serapion, which 
is allowed to be the genuine Work of Athanafius : 
But then he does not diffemble, that this particular 
Paffage of it is dubious. Inthe Treatife Of she in- 
carnation of the Word, the whole Verfe, conforma- 
ble to the prefent Reading, is cited as the Words 
of St. Paul : But here again, this isa Work, which 
is very juftly fufpected not to have been written by 
Athanafiuse 
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Athanafius. However, Mr. Berriman, with fingu- 
Jar Dexterity, improves this very Circumftance to 
the Advantage of his Caufe: ** But what follows 
«¢ fromthence?” Sayshe, ** Does it follow, that if 
© Athanafius did not write it, it could not be writ- 
<¢ ten by any body elfe about that Time? No fuch 
«© Matter: So far from this, that it is afcribed to 
“© Apoilinaris, or one of his Followers, by the 
“© Benediétine Editors and Le Quien; in which 
“ Light this may appear to be a ftronger Tefti- 
‘© mony, for the Reading @O¢dés, than if it had 
‘¢ been found among the genuine Works of 4¢)z- 
‘© yafius; as it will fhew this Reading to have been 
<¢ ufed, not only by the Orthodox and Catholick 
<¢ Writers, but by their Adverfaries alfo. 

The Paffage which, in the third Place, Mr. Ber- 
yiman hints at, but does not cite, as favouring 
@cis, is, he owns, not very full and clear for it ; 
and is moreover found ina Work allowed to be fpu- 
rious. | 

His next Evidence, in this fourth Century, 
is Gregory Nyfen. by whom this Text is feve- 
ral times cited with @¢d¢, in his Orations againft 
Eunomius, and his Difcourfe againft Apollinaris ; 
and is alledged and reafoned upon by him, in Proof 
of Chrift’s Divinity. Mr. Berriman pafles over 
his References to this Text in divers other Places, 
and infifts only upon that one, in the Edition of 
his Works, where he comments on Matthew xix. 
17. in which Comment he evidently quotes the 
Text in Difpute, according to the common Read- 
ing. 

‘But befides what we meet with in the Edition of 
his Works, there is another Treatife of the fame 
Author, not publifhed withthem, in which he has 
twice cited the exprefs Words of the Text, a third 
time alludes to it, and a fourth time repeats it with 
fome {mall Variation of Phrafe; in all which In- 
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{tances he has Ocdc¢: *¢ His Defign, in the whole, 
‘¢ being to confirm the Divinity of Chri/?, and to 
¢¢ prove that he was perfect God and perfect Man ; 
«¢ in Oppofition to the 'groundlefs Figment of Apo/- 
“¢ Jinaris, that only a heavenly Spirit was incar- 
“6 nate. 

Another Evidence for this Reading in the fame 
Century is Chry/foftom; who, in three Places of his 
genuine and undoubted Works, which Mr. Berri- 
man produces, cites this Text, and fo defcants up- 
on it, as makes it very plain that he therein 
read ©¢dc. 

And now we proceed to other Authorities, in the 
fifth Century. And here, firft of all, Cyril, who 
was made Bifhop of Alexandria, A. D. 412. fur- 
nifhes our Author with feveral Inftances to his Pur- 
pofe. One is in his Treati/e concerning the right 
Faith in our Lord Fefus Chriff, where he cites the 
whole Verfe in two feveral Places; and in both 
reads as we now do, In his Explanation of the 
twelve Articles, Chapters, or Anathema’s, the fame 
Reading is confirmed. 

Another Witnefs for it, much about the fame 
time, is Zheodoret, who was made Bifhop of Cyrus, 
A.D. 420. In his Comment upon the Place, he 
fets down each Claufe of the Verfe as we now 
read it, with his Expofition upon each Claufe di- 
ftinétly. 

In the Works of the fame Author, there are 
fome Dialogues between Orthodoxus perfonating the 
Catholicks, and Ervaniftes perfonating the Here- 
ticks, from whence Mr. Berriman cites fome Paf- 
fages ; all which fhew, that the Writer of them 
read this Text as we do now. It has indeed been 
thought thefe Dialogues were not written by shat 
Theodoret among whofe Works they are found, but 
by another of that Name in the following Centu- 
ry: However, if this be allowed, (fince the genuine 
Theodoret 





Art9. For AUGUST, 1741. 113 


The.doret reads this Text in the fame Manner) ic 
will only make two Teftimonies inftead of one ; 
and here will be one Witnefs of the ffs Century, 
and another of the fxzb. 

The laft Witnefs our Author has met with in the 
fifth Century, is Euthalias Bifhop of Sulca, gene- 
rally called Euthalius Diaconus, We wrote upon 
the Acts of the Apoftles, the Catholick Epiftles, 
and the Epiftles of St. Paul. Mr. Berriman has 
given us a very nice Account of the Edition of this 
Work, publifhed by Zacagni. And by what he 
fays, it pretty plainly appears, that both Exuthalius 
wrote @-d¢ in his Work, and that he found ic fo in 
thofe MSS. inthe Library at Ce/aria, which had 
been collected by Origen, Pamphilus, and Eu/ebi- 
us, and with which he collated his own Copy of the 
Aéts and Catholick Epiftles. 

In the following Ages more Inftances of reading 
ods may be found ; as Dama/cene and Epiphanius the 
Deacon in the eighth Century, Photius inthe ninth, 
Oecumenius inthe tenth, and Theophyla& in the ele- 
venth. Our Author has precifely noted the Time in 
which each of thefe flourifhed, and quoted thofe Paf- 
fages of their Works which are the Authorities he 
buildson. This firft Seétion of the third Chapter 
clofes with the enfuing Reflections. 

“ Now if the anen,mous Writer among the 
“ Works of Chry/:/tom, and the printed Works of 
‘© Gelafius, for the Reading 2 in this Text, and 
“© the MSS. of Ge/afus’s Hiftory (fuppofing the 
‘© prefent to be the true and genuine Reading of 
them 3) together with a blind Reference, in “Oe- 
cumenius or Photius, to a Paflage in Cyril (fup- 
pofed to imply that in one Place “he read fo) for 
the reading 9; ; together with a negative Argu- 
ment foreither of thofe Readings, drawn from 
the Fathers not citing this Text in the rian 
Controverfy, and in particular Cyri/s not men- 
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tioning it in his Anfwer to Julian, be all thae 
can be pleaded from the Greek Writers, in Sup- 
port of any Variation from the common Reacing 
of it; and if on the other hand, befides the 
more uncertain or difputable References in /gna- 
tius, Hippolytus, Dionyfius of Alexandria, and 
Athanafius, there are fo many clear and certain 
Teftimonies for the common Reading, as have 
been above produced, from the Writings of Gre- 
gory Nyffen, Chryfofiom, Cyril of Alexandria, 
Theodoret, LEuthalius, Damafcene, Epiphanius 
the Deacon, Photius, Oecumenius and Theophy- 
lad no Doubt can poffibly remain, whether the 
Evidence for that Reading, from the Greek Fa- 
thers, be not full, and clear, and ftrong. If 


‘+ the Tenour of their Comments was any way in- 


confiftent with this Reading, that would deferve 
to be attentively confidered ; but on the contrary, 
we have feen that their Comments and Reafon- 
ings not only every-where fairly admit, but fome- 
times neceffarily require it. And if it be fufficient 
to overthrow the Authority of thefe Teftmonies, 


‘ only to affert, or to furmife, without, the leaft 


Shadow of a Proof, or the leaft Appearance ot 
Probability, that they have been forged, that the 
Books are altered and corrupted ; we muft then 
defpair of proving any Point, by the Teftimony 
of the Fathers; and it will be to no Purpofe to 
examine their Writings, upon any Account 
whatfoever. 


But leaving fuch extravagant W himfies to the Scorn 


and Contempt which they deferve, + our triumphant 
Author (who fays thus) now goes on, as he propofed, 
in the fecond Section, to inquire, what the Latin 
Writers have faid upon this Subjeé&t: And it will 


+ Itis poor Dr. Clarke who is trampled upon thus ignomini- 
cully. 
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foon, he affures us, be made appear, that nothing is 
faid by them which can invalidate what has been al- 
ready produced from the Greeks. 

It has been afore obferved, that where the Za- 
tin Fathers do only cite Paflages of Scripture from 
the Latin Verfion, their Citations will not afford a- 
ny Argument diftinét from thar, for the Reading of 
a Texts but all their Authority muft be finally re- 
folved into the Authority of that Verfion. And 
this, Mr. Berriman takes it, is the Cafe in general, 
with regard to the Text under Confideration. He 
knows of no Citation of ir, in any of the Latin 
Fathers, before the Middle of the fourth Century ; 
but after that time the common Reading of them is, 
Myfterium, or Sacramentum, Quop manifeftum eff 
in Carne: fo read Hilary Bifhop of Poiétiers, and 
Hilary the Deacon: So reads the Author of the 
Comment in Ferom’s Works, fuppofed to be Peja- 
gius; likewife St. Auguftin, Cafian, and Fulgenti- 
us: So read Gregory the Great, and Venerable Bede ; 
and in fhort, all he has feen, who make any menti- 
on of this Text; excepting what 1s faid by Ltbera- 
tus and Hincmar, in their Account of Macedonius, 
and the fingular Inftance of Eucherius Bifhop of 
Lyons, inthe fifth Century, who cites the Text in a 
fomewhat different Manner from any of the reft. 

But the moft material Point, Mr. Berriman fays, 
to be obferved among the Latin Writers, relating 
to 1 Zim. ili. 16. isthe Story reported by Lideratus 
in the fxth Century, and repeated from him by 
Hincmar in the ninth, and afterwards mentioned a- 
gain in theeleventh, by Fulbertus Carnotenfis, con- 
cerning an Alteration which, it is pretended, was 
made in this Text by Macedonius, the fecond of that 
Name, Bifhop of Conjtantinople , and this he here 
diftinctly examines. 

The Author of the Brief Hiffory of the Unitart- 
ans has this Note upon tht Text: ‘ Note (fays 

1 3 “s: hee) 
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«¢ he) that it was Macedonius (the fecond) Patriarch 
“© of Confiantinople, that corrupted this Text, by 
© Subfticution of the Yord God inftead of which ; 
‘© and for thisand other Matters he was depofed :n 
«¢ an Epifcopal Council, and bunifhed by the Em- 
“ peror Anaflafivs about the Year 512.” The 
Author of The accurate Examination of Texts, &c. 
adds farther, ** Liberatus aflures us, that Macedo- 
& ius, Patriarch of Con/fantinople, was depofed in 
«© a Council fummoned by the Emperor dnalhaf- 
© us, Ano 512, tor publifhing a Greek Edition 
és of the Bible, in which he corrupted this Text, 
“© by caufing all the Copies to write Ged infltead of 
6 wich. . 

In anfwer to al} this, Mr. Berriman undertakes 
to fhew, that Liberatus fays not one Word about 
Macedonius’s being depofed by a Council, or publifr- 
ing a Greek Edition of the Bible, or caufing all the 
Copies to write Gop in the Place of WHICH. 
Should it, he fays, be granted thefe Gentlemen, that a 
faétious Company ot Men (probably Severus and his 
Party) who were themfelves Accufers, Witneffes, 
and Judges, were called together upon this Occafi- 
on; yet ic doesappear, that this was after the Em- 
peror had depofed and banifhed Macedonius, and 
was defigned only to give fome Countenance to his 
Proceedings; and it does not appear, that the 
Charge of corrupting the facred Text made any 
Part of the Accufation againft Macedonius, in this 
Affembly : And to call fuch a Faétion by the 
Name of a Council, is only to proftitute that ve- 
nerable Name, but will never add any Credit to 

the Caufe. 

Mr. Berriman, aiter this, enters into a critical 
Difcuffion of what Przipcovius, Grotius, and efpe- 
cially Crellius, have faid to countenance this Story ; 
and beftows upon it little lefs than twenty-fix Pages. 
Upon 
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Upon the whole, he tells us, we fee that nothing 
can be colleéted from it, in the leaft Degree to 
invalidate the common Reading of the Text, or to 


prove either os oro to be the true Reading of it, — 
And that whoever can believe what is afferted or 
fuggefted by the abovementioned Writers, relating 
to this Matter, muft have his Faith very much un- 
der command ; and might, with a great deal more 
Reafon, believe the quite contrary, if he had a 
Mind toit. And fo much for what is to be found 
among the Latin Writers, concerning o org in the 
Text under Confideration. 


As for @éos, he fays he has met with nothing 
material among them, in Support of that. Two 
Perfons of Learning have told him, they thought 
they had met with a Pafflage in Ferom, where this 
Text was read Deus manifeflatus eff in Carie : 
Neverthelefs,notwithftanding the moft diligentSearch, 
he has not been able to find it out. Butadmitting 
quod tobe the Reading of the Larin Writers ; as this 
{prings from, and centers in, the vulgar Latin Ver- 
fion, fo it will properly lead him to confider, what 
Evidence arifes from the Verfions; which is what 
he applies himfelf to in the fourth Chapter: The 
Refult of which will be feen in another Article. 








14 ARTICLE 
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ARTICLE X. 


An Effay for determining the Interval between 
the Departure of the Mraelites from Egypt, 
and the Foundation of the firft Temple. 
Tranflated from the French. 





L G’Everal Chronologers have laboured in the 

Inveftigation of this Problem, What has 
given them the greateft Trouble, has been, to make 
what we may term the component Parts of this 
Period, correfpond with the Sum total of it, expreft 
in Scripture. It muft be owned they have fometimes 
fucceeded indifferently well, in reconciling divers Cafes 
of Difficulty and Importance. But they have not 
fo exactly determined this Matter, as ta leave no 
Room tor farther Refearches. I fhall therefore 
venture a few Remarks on the Subject; which | 
am far from: offering as any confiderable Difcove- 
ries, but only as Hints which I have not met with 
elfewhere, or at moft but imperfectly. 

II. We have no other authentick Monuments re- 
maining of the Times in queftion, but the facred 
Writings; and of thefe, what particularly relates 
thereto, are the Books of Fudgzes and of Samuel, the 
firft Verfe of the fixth Chapter of the firft Book of 
Kings, and the thirteenth Chapter of the .4és of 
the Apofties, from the feventeenth Verfe to the 
twenty-fecond. Whatever elfe we find upon this 
Head, which is not drawn from thefe Fountains, 
may be very juftly rejected, or ought not to be re- 
ceived, but after the moft fcrupulous Examination; 
as not being grounded on the Reports of contempo- 
rary Authors, but merely on Conjecture, Tradition, 
or the lixe uncertain Principles, 


Ill. Of 
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III. .Of the above cited Places, that of the great- 
eft Confequence is, undoubtedly, the firft Verfe of 
the fixth Chapter of the firft Book of Kings, where 
the Period in queftion 1s pofitively determined, and 
faid to be 480 Years. I do not accufe, either of 
Rafhnefs or Flerefy, thofe Critics or Chronologers, 
who fuppote the Text may have been here corrupt- 
ed. ButI cannot by any means fubfcribe to their 
Opinion: Becaufe not only all the prefent Hebrew 
Copies, but alfo the moft ancient Verfions, and e- 
ven that of the Seventy, unanimoufly agree in this 
Number. Befides, if we detract from the Authori- 
ty of this Paffage, we have no way left of fixing 
the Sum of the Years which the entire Interval 
comprehends. All the other Places of the facred 
Hiftory mention only the feveral Parts of it, and 
do not any of them precifely determine the Time 
between the Death of Mo/es and the firft Servitude 
of the //rzelites. Befides, we cannot be fure whether 
the firft and the laft Year of each Part were com- 
pleat or incompleat ; not to infift on other Difficul- 
ties. For thefe Reafons I dare not deviate in any 
refpect from the prefent Reading of this Portion of 
Holy Writ. I rather Jay it down as a certain Pofi- 
tion, that the Number of Years therein {pecified is 
neither fufpicious nor corrupted. 

IV. Now, as the March of the J/raclites from 
Egypt, which ferves here as an Epoch, continued 
forty whole Years +, the firft Queftion to be re- 
folved, is, whether we are to reckon, in our Inquiry, 
from the Beginning of their Journey, as is com- 
monly done; or from the End of it, thatis, when 
they entered into the Land of Canaan ; as Pata- 
vius and fome other learned Perfons have chofen to 
do. But on whichfoever of thefe Hypothefes we 
proceed, it is equally important and difficult to 


+ Numbers xiv. 33. A&s xiii. 18. 


make 
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make the whole Interval, fet down in the third Pa- 
ragraph, exactly agree with the component Parts of 
it, as particularifed in the Book of ‘udges and elfe- 
where. This therefore is the Point to be here la- 
boured, and which I fhall endeavour, as far as I am 
able, to clear from thofe Perplexities that yet em- 
barrais it. 

V. And in the firft Place it is evident, that the 
War between F-/hua and the Canaanites continued 
on foot fix Years. For Ca/eb was eighty-four 
Years old at the Conclufion of the faid War. He 
was but forty Years old wiien he efpied the Land of 
Canaan, that is to fay, the fecond Year after his 
Departure from Egypt, and confequently could be 
no more than thirty-eight when he lete that Coun- 
try t+. Subtracting then trom eighty-four, firft, 
thefe laft thirty-eigh: Years, and, afterwards, ‘the for- 
ty which the IJ/raedites {pent in their Journeyings, 
and there remains juft fix Ycars for the Duration of 
the War above-mentioned. 

VI. As Fofoua did not attain the Ageof Mo/es *, 
and as the ordinary Age of Man_ ftill dimi- 
nifhed after that time|, we may fuppofe, asa 
thing highly probable, that O¢bonie/ did not live fo 
long as Mo/es, that is to fay, to the Age of 120. 
But this Judge lived forty Years after the firft Servi- 
tude of the //raclites, which lafted eight Years} ; 
and he was at leaft forty Years old, when his Bro- 
ther Caleb was eighty-five; that is, foon after the 
War which is fpoken of in the preceding Article: So 
that the Yearsof Orhoniel make eighty-eight, which 
being deducted from one hundred and twenty, leave 
thirty-two. The Reft of his Lite therefore, which 
is the Space between Fo/hua’s laft Campaign and 


+ Fofeua xiv. 6—10. Numb. x. 11, 12. Numb. xiii. 


* Deut. xxxvii 7. and Fobua xxiv. %9. 4 Pfalm xc. 10. 
| Judges iii. 2—12, 


the 
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the Jjraelites firft Servitude, is under thirty-two 
Years, and at moft not above thirty. Following 
this Computation, we have thirty fix Years trom 
the Death of Maes to the commencing of the firft 
Servitude : And this is not very remote from 7 o/e- 
phuss Account, who allows $:/bua twenty-five 
Years, and eighteen to the Time following, unull 
the Beginning of the firft Servitude. It may be, 
Fofephus counted by the Civil] Year, of which 
twenty-five and cighteen may be reduced to twen- 
ty-three and feventeen, which approach ftill nearer 
the Numbers that I have affigned. 

VII. Reckoning the loweft that can be, we may 
fuppofe, without any Inconfiftency, tho’ with leds 
Probability, that Fo/bua lived fourteen Years after 
Mofes; that his Contemporaries, which are fpoken 
of inthe fecond of Fudges, did not furvive him more 
than four Years, and that the Anarchy which fol- 
lowed, and which is recorded in the fame Book +, 
lafted as many Years more. For thefe Spaces of 
Time are fufficient for the Events related in the Hi- 
ftory *: And according to this Hypothefis, it will 
be twenty-two Years from Mo/ess Deceafe to the 
Tfraclites firft Servitude. 

VIil. With regard tothe following times, Ican- 
not concur with thofe who fupprefs the Years of the 
four firft Servitudes, related in Fudges |, and com- 
prehend them in the the Seafons of Repofe refpec- 
tively fucceeding them. If we compare the Paf- 
fages here cited, with ever fo little Attention, we 
fhall be convinced, that the Years of each Servi- 
tude, and thofe of the enfuing Peace and Liberty, 
are always reckoned diftinétly. And in truth, how 


+ Fudges xvii. v. 6, xviii. V IT. XIX. U1. xxi. v.25, 
* Fudges it, v.10, 11. iii. V.6, 7. Ibid. Chap xvii — 
XX1. 4 Chap. iii. v. 8, 14. WV. U3. 0 vie wed, 
@ Chap. iii. v. 11, 30. Chap. v. v. 31. Chap. viii. v. 28, 
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is it to be imagined, that two fuch incompatible 
Circumftances as Trouble and Repofe, Servitude 
and Liberty, fhould fubfift together. But altho’ 
each Servitude be diftinguifhed from the following 
Peace in refpect of Time, it cannot from thence be 
inferred, that different Servitudes always happened 
in different Times. This can be affirmed only of 
thofe univerfal Servitudes, which were extended o- 
ver the whole Nation and Country of the //raelites ; 
it being impoffible that two Servitudes fhould be 
univerfal at one and the fame Inftant. But when 
we find that the Servitude was general, we may 
reafonably conclude, that the Peace and Liberty 
immediately following it were fo likewife; and that 
no particular Tribe or Tribes were at that time in a 
State of Trouble or Bondage: Efpecially when it 
is exprefly declared, that the Land which had been 
fubdued, afterwads enjoyed Reft. 

IX. It isevident, the fecond Servitude, that is to 
fay, the Moaditi/h,was univerfal, and was not confined 
to the eaftern Part of the Country of I/rael,as Mar- 
Jjham fancied, For the Moabites,we read, having been 
defeated, could not retreat into their own Territory, 
bordering eafterly on that of the J/raelites, becaute 
Ebud had feized upon and fhut up the Fords of 
Fordan+. They had Troops therefore, and even 
the main Body of their Army, on the other Side of 
that River ; and were confequently Mafters of the 
weftern as well as the eaftern Part of the Country, 
which they were obliged to traverfe in paffing and 
repaffing Jerdan. So that the Peace which follow- 
ed that War, and that Servitude, was univerfal alfo, 
(Art. VU) and of Courfe the third Servitude, 
viz. the Canaanitifhb, doesnot fall within the Time 
“of that Peace, as Sir Fobn Mar/bam pretends. 


Tt Judges iii. v. 28. 


X. What 
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X. What I have been obferving concerning the 
fecond Servitude, is entirely applicable to the 
fourth, that of the Midsanites; which will, no more 
than the former, agree with any other Se:vitude, or 
with any Interval of Peace; as may eafily be de- 
monftrated by the like Reafoning with that which 
was employed in the preceding Cafe +. 

XI. It appears by thefe Remarks, that the four 
firft Servitudes, and the enfuing Times of Tran- 
quillity, are to be ranged fucceflively, in the Order 
affigned them in the Book of Fadges: And then 
they will ftand thus —The firft Servitude lafted 8 
Years, and the Peace following it4o f. The fe- 
cond Servitude continued 18 Years, and the Peace 
after it 80 *. The third Servitude was of twenty 
Years Duration, and was followed with a Peace of 
401. The fourth Servitude, of 7 Years Continu- 
ance, was fucceded by a Peaceof 40 likewife ©, 

XII. Immediately after thefe Periods 4bimelech 
reigned 3 Yearsa. He was followed by Zo/a, 
who judged //rael 23 Years. ‘Fair was the next 
after him, and ruled 22 Years §. It is without 
Reafon it has been commonly fuppofed, that thefe 
Judges governed the whole Nation of the J/raelites, 
during the Times now mentioned, If we look o- 
ver the Hiftory of Abimelech (Fudges ix.) we fee 
plainly,.thac he ruled only over Sechem and its 
Neighbourhood. It is then hardly probable that 
Tola and Fair, his Succeffors, extended their Jurif- 
diction beyond chat of their Predeceflor, who was fo 
unquiet and ambitiousa Man. And whenthe Ephra- 
imites attacked the Gileadites, as they did by them- 
felves (Fudges xil. 4.) they certainly had their par- 


t ‘Fudges vii. 24. vill. 4. + Chap. ii. 8, 11. 
* Chap. iii. 14, 30. 4 C¢ ~~ iv. 3. V. 31. @ Chap. 
Vi. 1. Vill. 28, wo Coazp. 1X. 22. a Chap. x. 2. 
§ Chay. x. 3. 
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ticular Chief and Judge; as well as their Enemies, 
who had Fephrha at their Head (Fudges xii. 4.) 

XU. This War fell out prefently after the m- 
monitifo Servitude +, which lafted 18 Years*, and 
began about 300 Years after the Conqueft of Gi- 
lead under M fe:, who died fhortly after: So that 
this Quarrel berween the Ephraimites and the Gi- 
leadites happened about 318 Years after the Death 
of Mos: I fay about 318, for it is hardly to be 
fuppofed, the Number of Years in Queftion was 
exactly the Number fpecified. By the manner of 
Fephtha’s expreffing himfelf (Fudges xi. 26.) we fee 
plainly, that he was not fcrupuloufly exaét in his 
Computation, but intended only by what he faid, 
that it was nearly 300 Years fince the Ammonitifh 
Servitude. It was even his Intereft to augment the 
Number, and to reckon by the Civil, which was 
an imperfeét, Year. So that itis highly probable, 
he included in this Account, the Year preceding the 

eath of Mo/es, or that in which the Land of Gi- 
lead was fubjected ; as alfo the firft Civil Year of 
the Ammonitifo Servitude; and, /afly, that headd- 
ed a couple of Years to the true Quantity, for the 
fake of expreffing the Sum total in a round Num- 
ber ; as we know is very frequently done in familiar 
Difcourfe, On thefe Suppofitions, the 318 Years 
abovefaid will fink to about 314 compleat ones, 
which, counting from the Death of Mofes, reach to 
the twenty-third or Jaft Year of Yola (Apt. VI, 
XI and XII.) and here we are undoubtedly to 
place the War between Ephraim and Gilead. 

XIV. From hence it appears, that the Ammoni- 
tify Servitude commenced in the fifth Year of Toda, 
and that in the twenty-fecond of the faid Zo/a, 
Fephtha entered upon his Government, which he 
adminiftered fix Years (Fudges xii. 7.) It is true, 


t+ Fudzes Xt, f. * Chap. x. &. 


that 
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that this Servitude is recorded after the Death both 
of Zola and Fair (Fudges x. 5, 8, 9.) But if ic 
had been ranked in its proper Seafon, as I have 
fettled it, the Succeffion of the Judges, following 
Abimelech, had been interrupted; which would 
have difturbed the Hiftory more than the Circum- 
{tance of mifplacing it hasdone. Befides, Hifto- 
rians principally endeavour to conneé thofe Events 
that are naturally related ; which is the Reafon 
why they do not obferve the Order of Time fo rigor- 
oufly as mere Chronologers are conftrained to de. 
Several Examples of this are to be found in the Bi- 
ble ; and one particularly in the Kook of Judges, 
if we compare the firft Verfe of the firft Chapter, 
with the fixth and eighth Verfes of the fecond Chap- 
ter. Other Inftances thereof might be alledged, 
drawn from the beft profane Authors, as Thucydides, 
Polybius and Livy, but that they would carry me 
too far from my prefent Purpofe. 

XV. To return to Fephiha. This Judge did 
not prefide over the whole Nation of the //raci:tes, 
but over thofe only who dwelt on the Eatt-fide of 
Fordan, in the Country of Gilead (Judges xi. 9, 
10.) The fame.is to be obferved of his Succeffors, 
of which /bzax ruled feven Years, Elon ten, and 
Abdoneight (Fudges xi. 9, 11, 14.) Confequent- 
ly Elon and Fair died pretty nearly at the fame 
Time (Art, XII. and XIV.)° And while Elon 
and his Predeceflors governed on the Eaft-fide of 
the River, Yair exercifed the like Power over the 
Tjraelites on the other Side, as his Predeceffor Tola 
had done. 

XVI. What yet remains to be regulated, in or- 
der to the Iffue I aim at, depends principally on 
the Philiftian Servitude, the Duration of which muft 
be determined as nearly as can be. And, fit, it 
is manifeft by the Articles VIII, IX and X, that 
this Servitude, which lJafted forty Years (Fudzes 
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xiii. 1.) was preceded by the four firft Servitudes, 
and the Peace under Gideon. For if it had been 
antecedent to Yair, it would neceflarily have in- 
cluded the Time of the Civil War above fpoken of 
(Art. XUI.). But how fhould the Ephraimites be 
in a Capacity of undertaking a War againit the 
Gileadites, their Countrymen, ata Time when they 
themfelves were fubdued and difarmed by the PAj- 
liftines; to whom they were expofed as much as any 
of the Tribes? It is certain therefore, that the Ser- 
vitude in queftion did not begin till after Zola: 
And fo it muft be, altho’ it coincide with the 4w- 
monitifp, as Sir Fohn Marfham fuppotes it did. 

XVII. After 40 Years, this Servitude ended by 
the Defeat. of the Pdzliftines at Eben-Ezer (1 Sam. 
vil. 12, 13.) And this Revolution happened 20 
Years after the Death of E/i (1 Sam. iv. and vii. 1, 
2.), who having judged J/rael 40 Years (1 Sam. 
iv. 18.), exercifed that Office 20 Years before and 
20 Years after the Commencement of the Pdi- 
liftian Servitude. 

XVIII. It is very probable that Sam/fon appeared 
after the Death of £//; for he feems to have been 
born towards the Beginning of the Phili/tian Servi- 
tude (fudges xv. 20.) ‘his I take notice of only 
by-the-bye ; it being of no great Importance, here, to 
determine it exactly. 

XIX. A little before £/7?s Death, young Samuel be- 
gan tobe diftinguifhed (1 Sam. iv. 1), in tuch manner, 
as that we may guels him to be 25 Years old or there- 
abeut. When he anointed Sau! King over J/racl, 
he was at leaft 60, being already well advanced inAge 
(1 Sam. vill. 1—5.), and yet he could not well be 
turned of feventy, becaufe he lived a good while af- 
ter, and died not long before Saul himfelf (1 Sam. 
xxv. 1.). In afluming thereforethe Mean between 
60 and 70, we have 65 Years, for the Age which 
it feems molt likely Samuel was of, at Saui’s Inau- 
guration. 
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curation. According to this Reckoning there muft 
be 40 Years between E/i and Saul, and 20 between 
the Pbiliffian Servitude and the Acceffion of this 
King, agreeable to the XVIIth Article. 

XX. We may even, without any Detriment, con- 
tract this laft Space fomewhat narrower. In reduce- 
ing it to 16 Years, we fhou!d not trefpafs fo much 
upon Probability as Fo/ephus has done, who allows 
here only £2. 

XXI.. After the Judges Saul reigned forty Years 
(Aas xi. 21.). David, his Succeffor, reigned juft 
as long (1 Kings i. 11.). And, Jaftly, Solomon 
had fat onthe Throne three compleat Years when 
he began the Foundation of the Temple (1 Kings 
Vi. 1.). 

XXII. There is nothing further requifite to our 
reaching the Point we drive at, burt adjufting the 
foregoing Particulars to the different Hypothefes 
mentioned in the Vth Article: Making thisa Rule, 
on either Side, to retain the Numbers, and the Or- 
der of Succeffion, {pecified in the Articles XI, XII, 
XVII, XXI, as above all Objection. Moreover, 
the Articles XIV, XV and XVI, ought to be ad- 
mitted, as they cannot be rejected without incurring 
fome Inconveniency. 

XXIII. If now we reckon the 480 Years, about 
which we are inquiring, from the Children of J/- 
rae’s Departure out of Egypt, it is properett to a- 
dopt the Hypothefis comprifed in the Articles VII 
and XX, conneéted with Article XXII. And 
this Departure happening 40 Years before the 
Death of Mofes (Exod. vii. 7. Deut, xxxiv. 7.), 
we have 341 Years from the faid Departure to the 

firftt Year of Fair (Art. Vil, XI, XIII.): But 
from the Commencement of the Philiflian Servitude 
to the Foundation of the Temple we have 139 
Years (Art. XVII, XX, XXI.): And thefe two 
Sums, viz. 341 and 139 added together, make 480 
K Years, 
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Years. which is exactly the Interval in Queftion, 
According to this Syftem, the Pbiliflian Servicude 
began in the firft Year of Fair, and the X[Vthand 
XVith Articies are eftablifhed in every Part. Li 
was Judge zo Years with Zola, and as many with 
Fair. Whe Succeffors of Fepbtha, as well as Fair, 
were Judges during the Pdhilifiian Servitude (Art. 
XV.). Lafly, The Ammonitifo Servitude com- 
menced 282 Years after the Death of Mo/fes (rt. 
VI, XI, XII, XIV.): Which may in fome fort be 
iHaftrated and confirmed by the Remarks contained 
inthe X1Lth Article. 

XXIV. If, on the other hand, we chufe to rec 
kon the 480 Years in difpute, from the Children of 
I/rael’s Entrance into the Land of Canaan and the 
Death of Mofes, we may employ the Hypothefis 
refulting from theVIth, XIXth and XXIId Articles, 
Now, according to this, we find 337 Years between 
the Death of Mojfes and thatof Yair (4rt. VI, XI, 
XII.): But trom the Beginning of the Philiftian 
Servitude to the Foundation of the Temple we 
have 143 Years (4rt. XVII, XIX, XXI.): And 
thefe two Sums, viz. 337 and 143, make alfo480 
Years; precifely the Interval required. Thus the 
Philiffian Servitude will commence about the Time 
of Fair’s Death; and the Articles XIII, XIV, 
XV, XVI, will fubfift in all Points. It will fol- 
low, according to Article XVII, that E/i was Judge 
20 Years with Fair, that he ruled on the weftern 
Side of Fordan, while Fephtha and his Succeffors 
did the fame on the other Side of that River (4rt. 
XV.): And this is by fo much the more credible, as 
Deborah and Barak were Judges at the fame time 
(Judges iv.). In all Appearance Fair had the Di- 
rection of the Militia, becaufe he was raifed up to 
defend J/rael (Fudzes x. 1 and 3.); while El; had the 
Superintendance of the Civil and Ecclefiaftical Af- 
fairs only, being unqualified for the Field, by rea- 
fon 
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fon of his natural Timidity, and likewife on the 
Score of his Age, which was confiderable even 
when he was firft advanced to the Government 
(1 Sam. iv. 15 and 18.). Hence we can account 
for El,’s Power being continued, when fair had not 
any Succeffor : Becaufe the Philiftines, who fubdued 
the //raelites {oon after the latter's Death, fuffered 
them, as we may well fuppofe, to keep no Body of 
Forces. It is true, they madean Infurreéction againft 
thefe Oppreffors, in the laft Year of Ads, in order 
to recover their Liberty (1 Sam. iv.) ; but their Ef- 
forts came to nothing, asdid the mighty Exploits of 
Samfon afterwards: Their Servitude continued, till 
Samuel put an End toit, by the Action at Eben- 
ezer. In the mean-time Addon executed the Judi- 
cial Office eight Years after the Commencement of 
this Servitude: Whether he was engaged in defend- 
ing and preferving the Land of Gilead, over which 
he prefided, from the Ravage of its Enemies ( yt. 
XV.) ; or whether he had the Adminiftration of Ci- 
vil Matters under the Dominion of the Phil: Sines, 
as Eli and Samfon had (Art. XVII, XVIII), or as 
Deborah had under the Canaanties (Fudges iv. 4.), 
and Samuel under the Reign of Saul (1 Sam. vii, 
15.), is not certain. 

XXV. Thus we may regulate the Interval in 
queftion, and range the principal Periods of it: 
from whence I draw this general Conclufion, ** That 
«© the Hypothefis of the X-XIIId Article is fupport- 
*¢ able, not being altogether incompatible with Hi- 
“ ftory; but that that of the XXIVth Ariicle is 
‘¢ by far the moft probable.” I fhall not ftay here 
to difcufs the Difficulties which feveral Chronolo- 
gers have found in the 2oth Verfe of the 13th Chap- 
ter of the déts of the ApvStles; however contrary 
they may appear to any Thing I have here 
advanced. That I may avoid the Repetitions this 
would neceffarily lead me into, I rather choofe to 
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refer my Reader to the Obfervations which Sir fobn 
Marfham +,  Strauchius *, Archbifhop Ufher }., 
Funiust, and Dr, Mills, have made upon this 
Text, and which are abundantly fufficientto remove 
any Scruples concerning it. . i: 













ARTICLE XL 


Sermons and Tracts: Being the. Pofthumous 
Works of the late Rev. Mr, Henry Grove, 
of Taunton. Publifhed from the Author’s 
Manujfcript. In four Volumes. Oé€tavo. 
London: Printed for and fold by James 
Hodges, at the Looking-Glals, over-againft 
Si. Magnus Church, London-Bridge. 








Have formerly given an Account of our truly 
| excellen: Author, and of the Writings which 
he himfelf publifhed;: in an Abftraét of the Pre- 
face drawn up by the ingenious Mr. Tho. Amory, and 
prefixed to thefe Difcourfes. I now proceed, in this 
Article, to {pecity the Subjects treated of in each 
Volume. . 

In the firft we have fourteen Sermons, under the 
following Titles, I, Of the Reafonablenefs of Re- 
ligion. II. III. Of the Perfection of the Chriftian 
Religion. IV. Godtobe found by Men. V. Of 
the Incomprehenfiblenefs of the Divine Nature and 
Perteétions. VI. Man cannot find out the Works 
of God to Perfection. WII. VIII. God’s perfect 
Knowledge and merciful Confideration of our 
















+ Can. Chron. Sec. X1. AEra Exedi. — * Breviar, Chron: 
Part. Special. L.1V. c. 13. Qu. 4. 4+ Chron. Sacr. C. 12. 
t Paral. Sacr. L. 1. Sec. gs. § Nov. Teft. 






Frame. 
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Frame. IX. X. Of the Obligation of Chriftians 
to give Thanks in every Condition, XI. St. Paul’s 
Converfion. XII. The friendly Salutation. XIII, 
Of Chriftian Diligence. X1V. The mourning Pa- 
rent. 

If I were to exemplify the Method, and recite 
the Heads ofall thefe divine Effays, fuch a Perfor- 
mance would require abundantly more Room than 
we can here afford it; I will therefore only make 
Choice of fome Paflages out of one or two of them, 
which may be moft agreeable to my learned Readers, 
and abundantly prove the Preacher’s Capacity, 
his Piety, the Sublimity of -his Sentiments, the 
Rationality of his Principles, and the Candour of 
his Difpofition. 

In the fecond and third Sermons, on the Perfec- 
tion of Chriftianicy, we meet with many judicious 
Reflections. 

One Inftance of the Perfection of the Chriftian 
Religion is, its affording us the jufteft and fulleft 
Reprefentations of the Divine Nature. * Right 
“ Notions of God (fays Mr. Grove) are the Foun- 
¢¢ dation of all Virtue and Religion; where fuch 
¢¢ Notions are firmly rooted in the Mind, and fe- 
<¢ rioufly attended'to, Virtue and Goodnefs, nay 
and Happinets too, naturally {pring from ‘them, 
Where thefe Notions are wanting, and much 
‘¢ more where falfe Apprehenfions of the Deity are 
‘cs entertained inftead of them, the Effec& is an- 
«¢ fwerable ; the Soul lies open to every Temprtati- 
“ on to Vice, to the Flatteries of a prefumptuous 
‘© and groundlefs Hope, or to the oppreffive 
ss Weight of a fuperftitious Dread. Upon what 
« muft we charge it if we have not right Notions 
“© of God? Not upon Chriftianity, which is full of 
«¢ them; but upon our neglecting to ftudy the Scrip- 
¢¢ ture Notion of God, or upon the mifchicvous 
‘ Influence of corrupt Affections, or upon our re- 
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“ folving not to part with fome Opinions in Reli- 
«© gion, with which fuch right Apprehenfions of the 
«© Divine Nature and Government are not to be res 
*¢ conciled; or, finally, upon fome other Caufe of 
sche hike kind. 

Having demonftrated the Perfection of the Chri- 
ftian Religion in divers Refpects, our Author draws 
from his Di étrine this Interence ; “© They mutt cer- 
<¢ tainly be to blame, whoever they are, that treat it 
‘© as if it ftood in need of human Supplements and 
« Improvements, and could not be fo uicful without 
« them.” This, he tells us, is too Common a 
Practice, even amongit thole who own the Sufficien- 
cy of the Scripture Revelation, ‘* They are conti- 
 nually talking of the Perfeétion of Scripture, in 
«© Oppofition to the Traditions, and the implicit 
s¢ Faith of the Papifts, and yet cannot forbear imi- 
¢< cating the very Things which they condemn. If 
« the Scriptures are a perfect Rule of Faith and 
«© Worfhip, as well as Manners, asall Proteftants 
“¢ aoree ; then why thefe human Forms, and Tefts, 
«¢ and Syftems, which every Party are fo fond of, 
« and would fain impofe upon others? As to 
ce Articles of Faith, where is the boafted Clearnets 
«¢ of the Gofpel above the Law, where our mighty 
«¢ Refpeét co and Veneration of Chrift as the Au- 
«¢ thor of our Religion, where the Evidence of our 
«< believing the Scriptures to be dictated by the Spi- 
<< rit of God, when we think we can exprefs the 
¢ Doétrines of the Gofpel in plainer and_ better 
«¢ Janguage, than that in which the Holy Spirit 
‘ teaches us; and not content with Men’s believing 
¢ all things written in the infpired Volume, and 
¢ manifefting a fincere Defire (as far as can be 
‘ judged by their Actions and Behaviour) to know 
«¢ the Mind of Chrift, infift on it, as tarther ne- 
«¢ ceffary, that they make our Formularies and Con- 
«¢ feffions of Faith their immediate Rule; as if 
“ the 
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“¢ the primary Rule, the Scripture, was of Jittle or 
“no Ule without this fecondary one? What is 
«¢ this but reproaching the Religion of the Scrip. 
** ture as incompleat, and making ourfelves wiler 
‘¢ than the Head and Lawgiver of the Chriftian 
«© Church, who has no where impowered any of 
“¢ his Followers to impofe their Sentiments and O- 
‘* pinions upon others? As to Chriftian Worfhip, 
how often, under Pretence of adorning it, have 
*¢ Men corrupted its Simplicity, and defaced its 
native Beauty; loading ic with Additions not 
only ufclefs but hurtful ? —— How happy were 
ir, if, both in Doétrine and Worfhip, Chriftians 
would confulc the Credit of their Religion, as a 
compleat Inftitution; as there would thus be 
more Peace in the Chriftian Church, fo I am 
<< perfuaded there would be more of the Power and 
¢ Practice of Religion, and a freer Courfe for the 
ss Truth. 

The fourth, fifth, and fixth Sermons in this Vo- 
Jume are onthe Incomprehenfiblenefs of Gad 3 from 
thofe Words of Fob, xi. 17. Canft thou hy Search- 
ing find out God ? Canft thou find out the Ajimighry to 
Perfeétion ? In the firft of thefeDifcourfes, gurAuthor 
confiders what may be offered in An{wer to the firft 
of the two Queftions contained in the Text ; in the 
fecond and third he advances to the Refolution ot 
the latter, Canft thou find out the Almighty to Per- 
fection? Tothis, he fays, we may anfwer, 

1. ** We can eafily apprehend that God is a Be- 
‘ing of ail poffible Perfeétion. This our own 
‘ Reafon, when we examine the Idea of God as 
“ the firft or /elf-exiftent Being, teaches us ; or at 
‘6 Jeaft, this Manner of conceiving Things is what 
© the Mind does moft naturally acquiefee in. For 
«© in the Notion of a Being derived from no other, 
‘ all conceiveable Perfeétion, and even fuch Per- 
ss fe€tion as is unconceiveable by us, feems mani- 
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<¢ feftly to be included. What has no Cau/e of its 
* Exiftence,we naturally think, can have no Bouzds, 
*¢ but muft exift wich the greateft Fulnefs of Be- 
‘¢ ing and Excellency; forafmuch as one Perfeéti- 
‘on and one Degree of Perfeétion, is as pofi- 
«© ble as another, and all as any one. If any 
<s one thereiore exifts of itfelf and is infinite (which 
‘© is plainly the Cafe as to the Attribute of Eterni- 
“ ty, which is an infinite Duration) all miay, yea 
“¢ muft, according to our Notion of Things: For 
‘¢ what fhould limit the Number or Degree of its 
sc Perfeétions ? Not its own Will, becaufe that is 
¢ not the Original of its Exiftence, but an: internal 
«< Neceffity, or a Neceffity ‘of Nature; not any o- 
<¢ ther Being, becaufe there was no Being before it, 
‘«< nor befides it, till he was pleafed to create. We 
<¢ are therefore to learn the Nature and Perfeétions 
<< of God, not from his own Will, nor from ‘the 
<¢ Will of any other Being, but from the Neceéffity 
“ of his Exiftence; now Neceffity of Exiftenceim- 
‘< plies, that a Being, which is thus néceffary, is 
<< eternally and neceffarily ‘all that it can ‘poffibly 
«< be; that there can be no Addition to his Pow- 
«er, his Knowledge, his Wifdom, or ‘any o- 
«¢ ther Perfé€tion, becaufe then thefe ‘Perfeétions 
«« would not be neceffarily'what they are. ‘Nay, 
« this Neceflity of Exiftence feems to ‘fuppote, 
«¢ that the neceffary Beingis every thing which ‘does 
‘« not imply a Contradiction ; a Contradiétion in it- 
«« felf, or to fome other Perfeétion ; fince we 'can 
ss have no other Idea of neceffary ‘Exiftence, than 
«< as including every Perfection and Déegrée of Per- 
s¢ fe€tion which can poffibly exift. Thus the Per- 
«¢ fection of the Divine Nature may be gatheréd 
ss from his being the firft, the felf-exiftent ‘and ’ne- 
, 6 ceffarily exiftent Being. | 
_ «6 And this Notion of the ‘Deity, which is the 
«© moft fimple and natural, is farther confirmed-by a 
‘6 Survey 
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e Survey of the Univerfe, which cannot be with- 
« ouca Creator; and if with never fo little Artten- 
<¢ tion we confider the Work, muft not the Power, 
« and.Wifdom, and Goodnefs of the Author, of 


“ 


nr 


which there are numberlefs Proofs in all the 
Parts of this amazing Frame, be pronounced the 
greateft and moft perfect poffible ?. Can any thing 

not impoffible in itfelf; be impoffible to that 
& Power and Wifdorn which could produce fuch an 
«¢ immenfe Theatre, futh a boundlefs Colleétion of 
« Wondets'as this Univerfe appears to be? God is 
“the Fountain of all ‘ther Beings; there is no- 
« thing great or amiable in the‘Creature which was 
‘*¢ not derived from the Creator, and for that Rea- 
«¢-fon-is notto be found in him ;_ fince he could’ nor 
‘¢ impart any Exceilehey which he had not: And 
ss in order to communicate ‘it ‘in any Meafure or 
<« Degree, ‘he muft have ‘it Without all Meafure ; 
«¢ becaufe -his Manner of ‘commanicating it is by 

‘Creation, ‘or making ‘fomething to exift where 
there ‘was nothing...» That. Good has ‘all Pertec- 
<< ‘tion ‘theh ‘ we‘reafondbly’conclude, ‘bothbecaule 
ts he ‘is'a felf-exiftent Beis, atid ‘the Caufe‘ofall o- 
“© ther Beings. 

‘Our ‘Author in the next Place goes'on to‘ fhew, 
that tho’ we can diftover ‘God ‘tobe a’Being of all 
poffible Perfection, yet we ‘mutt needs acknowledge 
that we cannot. find him out ‘to Perfeétion. ‘He 
proves ‘the *Impoffibility of this Attainment, Firf, 
‘From the Narrownefs of our ‘Faculties in Compari- 
‘fon of thofe -of ‘fome more-exalted Creatures.  Se- 
‘condly, From the great Difadvantages for Knowing 
‘God, which we lie under inthe prefent State. ‘But 
‘Thirdly, and principally, from this Confideration, 
That God is infinite, ‘and all created Underftand- 
ifigs are but'fimite; between which two, finite and 
dpfinite, there is no- Mariner of Proportion. 
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To render the Conviétion of this Truth, that we 
cannot find out the Almighty to Perfettion, becaufe 
he is infinite, the more lively and affecting, our 
Author fingles out, and infifts upon a few particu- 
Jar Perfections; viz. Eternity, Immenfity, Omni- 
fcience, and Omnipotence. 

1. Wich refpeét to the Eternity of the Divine 
Being, Mr. Grove fays, ** The felt exiftent Being 
<¢ was without Beginning. And. when we confider 
¢ a lit.le what this means, can we free our Thoughts 
“ from the Entanglement which they run into upon . 
«¢ this Subje&t? A Duration paft, which never be- 
“< gan, every Moment in this Duration finite, and 
«¢ yet the Duration of thefe Moments infinite / We 
«s cannot but conceive of Eternity itfelf as a Line 
«© made up of Points; and yet it is {uch a Line in 
¢ which we cannot affign a firft Point, Self-exif- 
«¢ tence! Neceffary Exiftence! Eternal Exiftence ! 
*¢ Muft we not ftand ftill, and fay within ourfelves, 
“¢ of a truth it is all moft wonderful ? That thefe 
“© Things muft be, we plainly fee, bow they can 
“ be, we fee not. There mut{t have been fome Be- 
‘¢ ing from Eternity, or there never could have 
«© been any thing at all, fince nothing could of it- 
+ felf produce all things: And this eternal Being 

_ © muft have exifted neceffarily and without any 
«s Caufe; that is, he muft be felf-exiftent. But - 
<< now if we inquire into the Ground of neceflary 
*s or felf Exiftence, and try to reconcile our 
«« Thoughts to Eternity, to a Duration without 
«© any Beginning, a Duration in which if we go 
« back ten thoufand Millions of Ages, we are but 
«¢ ftill where we were, for any Hope of arriving 
‘© at the Source or Spring-head of Duration: If we 
¢ exercife our Thoughts after this Manner, mutt 
«¢ we not confeis, that we cannot poffibly find out 
‘s Eternity to Pecfettion ? And if not Eternity, 

‘¢ then 
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then we cannot find out the Everzal to Perfeéi- 
on; that God, of whom tiisis but ome Attribute, 
one wonderful Thing among many. O how 
momentary is our Duration! yea, how momentary 
will it be after we have exifted Millions of Years 
ina future World, compared with the Eternity of 
God! Again, 

2. With refpeé& to the Divine Immenfity, our 


Author thus exprefies himfelt: ‘* Does it not ftag- 


ger, and as it were overwhelm our Minds? Im- 
menfity fignifies more than the Ovniprefence of 
God. Omniprefence, if we fpeak ftriétly, de- 
notes only God’s Prefence with all his Works, 
or in all Places of his Dominion, a Prefence 
that fills Heaven and Earth: And this indeed is 
fuch a Thing as we cannot ferioufly think of, 
without being ftruck with the Thought, Wither 
can we go from bis Spirit? Whither can we flee 
from bis Prefence? But what are Heaven and 
Earth! What is the entire Univerfe, to the 
whole Extent of Space! The Wirks of God, 
tho’ vaft, have Bounds, but Space has none. 
Immenfity is the fame as God’s exifting in all 
Space. Eternity denies any Bounds to his Exif- 
tence, Immenfity to his Effence. And indeed 
one of thefe is not more conceiveable than the o- 
ther, and one of them therefore being granted, 
we cannot deny the other, merely becaufe the 
Manner of it is inconceiveable. And, O thou great 
God! What a Contemplation is this for Crea- 
tures to enter upon! We cannot comprehend 
what we are obliged toown, God is a neceffary 
Being, heistherefore neceffarily fomewbere ; but 
all Space being in itlelf alike, he cannot be ne- 
ceffirily inone Place more than another, and is 
therefore in all. But when we fay that God is 
immenfe or co-exifts with infinite Space, have we 
any diftinét Idea of what we afirm? Alas, no! 


“¢ we 
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«s we may endeavour to help out our Thoughts 
“¢ with Similicudes and [iluftrations, and that is all 
“© wecan do. The moft ancient and common 
c¢ Way of reprefenting this to our Minds is by a 
“ Sphere, whofe Center is every where, and_ its 
Circumference no where. That is, let us ima- 
_gine ourfelves in what Part of Space we will, on 
Karth, in Heaven, or without the Boundaries of 
the Creation ; the Place where we are will be 
{till a kind of middle Point, from which an in- 
finite Number of Linés may be drawn every 
way, every one of which will be without any 
cc End. Wherever we are, we may fend out our 
«© Thoughts, which if they are ftill \pufhing for- 
_ $ ward till they are ftopt by fome Limits, will ne- 
“¢ yer returnto usmore. In this View, what di- 
¢¢ minutive contemptible Things are we! What are 
<< we, compared withthe Magnitude of the Earth 
6 on which we dwell! What is the Earth com- 
¢ pared with the Spaces and the Worlds that fur- 
¢< round it! No more than a Grain of Sand to the 
«¢ Earth; what are all thefe Worlds,’ thefe vaft 
«© Spaces of the Univerfe, compared with the Im- 
menfity of God! Nothing at all. Well then 
may it be faid, that we ourfelves are /e/s than 
© nothing, and Vanity.” Again, 

3. With Reference to the Omni/cience of God, 
our Author has thefe Expreffions: ‘‘ The whole 
“ee Series of Events, according to the Diftinétion of 
Time into paft, prefent, and to come, lies open 
‘ and'naked to his all-comprehenfive View. He 
‘knows all Things which have exifted, which do, 
or which will exift; he knows their Natures, 
é¢ cheir Powers, and all their numberlefs Relations. 
‘© He fees the entire Chain from the Beginning to 
“ the End of it. He knows not only what és, but 
“ what is ff to be, or pofible to be. The former 
‘¢ of thefe, or God’s knowing in every Cafe and 
«© Circum- 
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Circumftance what is fitteft or beft to be, is what 
we mean by his Wi/dom ;: The Number and Vas 
riety of Cafes might and muft perplex any Un- 
derftanding but his. God being infinite in one Pers 
fection, we naturally conceive he muft be infi- 
nitein a//, As eternal, he is infinite, and without 
Bounds , fo he is in regard of his Immenfity, and 
muft therefore be the fame in his Knowledge. 
An infinite Knowledge bears the fame Relation 
to an infinite Effence, as a finite Knowledge does 
to a finite Effence. But a finite Being can no 
more comprehend what infinite Knowledge is, 
than it can receive it. Such a Knowledge may as 
well refide in a created, limited Underftanding, 
as be diftinétly and explicitly conceived by it. 
Here again we fhrink and dwindle in our own 
Eyes with regard to our Kuowledge, as muchas 
we'did before in refpeét to our Prefence and 
Duration. Vain Man indeed would be wife! 


When he firft opens his Eyes, he is ready to | 


fancy he takes in the whole Compafs of Being 3; 
that nothing can efcape him ; that his Under- 
ftanding is ¢zpacious enough to lodge all Truth, 
if it does not adually lodge it. But this is only 
before he knows himfelf, that he thinks fo high- 
ly of himfelf. And how fhall he know himfelf? 
One. way is, by acquainting himfelf with God. 
Let him turn his Eyes to this‘glorious Being, let 
him confider that nothing is drftant, nothing 
concealed, nothing intricate in refpect of his 
Knowledge, that his Underftanding is the Mea- 
fure of all Truth, as his Power is of all Poffibi- 
lity; let-him meditate a while on thefe Things, 
and he will be fenfible that whereas he was ready 
to imagine he knew all things, comparatively 
fpeaking, he knows nothing. That at beft he 
can only darten Coun/el by Words without Knvw- 
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“© Jedze, and utter Things which he underftands 
“ not, Things too wonderful for him. 

In like Scrains does this pathetic Orator {peak of 
the Divine Omnipotence, and of the moral Actri- 
bures of God. His practical Reficétions on this 
exalted Subjeét are alfo cxcellent. Ihave here fub- 
joined fome Paffiges of them. 

Firfl, fays he, ** Let us adore this incomprehen- 
“¢ fible Being. —. Our Souls fhould proftrate them- 
“ felves in his Preferce, be filled with an humble 
Awe and Admiration of a Being fo tranfcendently 
glorious, and regard themfelves and all created 
«¢ Nature, with whatever it has of Beauty, Value 
‘© or Excellencies, as nothing in Comparifon of 
“ him. This great God bumbies bimfelf to bebuld 
“ the Things which are done in Heaven; Lord, 
“< qhat is Man, that thou art mindful of him; 
“< or the Son of Man, that thou vifiteft him! We 
‘© may with the jufteft Reafon afk, as So/omon does 
‘< in his Prayer at the Dedication of the Temple, 
“¢ Will God in very deed dweli with Man upon the 
ss Earth? Behold Heaven and the Heaven of Hea- 
vens cannot contain thee! And which is more, all 
«« the Angels of Heaven have not Minds capaci- 
‘¢ ous enough to receive thee ; their Thoughts are 
«+ not equal to thy Perfeétions! And will this God 
«© dwel] with Men? Converfe with them? Invite 
‘> them to come before him as his People and the 
«© Sheep of his Pafture ? Encourage their Addreffes, 
*¢ and accept their Prayers and Praifes? It is be- 
“ caufe the Goodne/s of this God is infinite as well as 
“his other Perfections, that He does not only 
*¢ thus admit us into his Prefence now, but will 
hereafter receive us into the neareft Acquaintance 
«¢ with him of which our Minds are capable, reward 
our imperfect Services with Happinefs inconceiv- 
‘© able, and make our Happinefs eternal. The 
** more 
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«© more Caufe have we to admire and adore him, 
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and to ferve him with Keverence and godly Fear. 
The greater his Condefcenfion, with the greater 
Aftonifhment as well as Love fhould we draw 
nigh unto him, Let not the Goodnefs of God 
leffen him in our Eyes, when we pay him our 
Homage and Worfhip, Falfe Greatnefs keeps 
itfelt ata Diftance, that it may excite a falfe Re 
verence;, but God being inhnitely Great, the 
nearer we approach him, the more furprifed 
fhall we be at the View of his incomprehenfible 
Glory. 

2. ** Whenever we are shinking or /peakirg of 
God, Jet us carry this in our Minds, that be és 
Incomprebenfible: For this will fluence us to 
think and fpeak of him with a Reverence and 
Humility due from poor finice Creatures to their 
infinite Creator, and be a Check upon our reft- 
lefs and finful Curiofity, making us very cautious 
how we pretend to a Knowledge which exceeds 
the Faculties God has given us.———Certain it is, 
that the more we confider and know on this 
Subje&t, the more fenfible we are of our Ig- 
norance. As in refpeét of the Extent of the 
Creation, vulgar Minds knowing but little of it, 
befides what Senfe immediately fuggefts to them, 
look upon what Philofophers fay of the Diftance 


*¢ of the heavenly Bodies, as-extravagant; while 


66 


the beft Philofophers, finding that the more ex- 
act their Obfervations are, the more the Scene 
enlarges, wifely conclude, that it is not for Men 
to fet Bounds to the Immenfity of God’s Works: 
Thus it is in regard of the Creator, of their infi- 
nite Diftance from whom none are fo thoroughly 
convinced, as they who make the neareft Ap- 
proaches tohim. However, there is one Caution 
to be obferved here, that Mendo not fuffer their 
Refpeé for the Deity to betray them into a bind 
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Submiffion to the Abfurdities and Contradictions of 
Men, under a Pretence that we are no Judges 
of thefe Things. Thus the Papiffs, prefied 
with the numerous Contradiétions involved in 
that’ monftrous Doétrine of Tranfubftantiation, 
take Refuge in the almighty Power of God, 
which, fay they, extends to Things we are not a- 
ble ts comprehend. And in like manner, fome 
among, ourfelves, when they advance Notions 
which contradiét a'l our natural Ideas of the mo: 
ral Attributes of God, being confcious their Te- 
nets are indefenfible upon the Foot of Reaton, or 
of Scripture fairly and critically examined, cry 
out, that thefe things are too deep for us to fa- 
thom; that Juftice and Goodnefs in God are 
quite different things from what they are in Men. 
And thus, by a Stew of exalting God, and 
humbling Man, they think to carry their Point; 
and have indeed too much Succefs with weak 
and timorous Minds, But, in fhort, it is not the 
Deity whom they exalt, but themfeives, from 
whofe foveraign Digtates they will allow of no 
Appeal. Thefe Men go much too faft. Inftead 
of proving that their Doctrines are true, or even 
that they may be true, which certainly is the firft 
thing that ought to be done, their way is, totake 
it for granted, that they are in the right; and 
then in order to ftop all Examination, to give 
hard Names to thole who prefume to make ; any 
doubt of it. All that God expeéts from us is, 
that when the Truth of any Thing relating to his 
Nature, or to his Conduct towards Mankind, 
clearly and fully made out from Reafon and Rerip. 
ture, we fhould not reject it mere/y becaufe we 
cannot get over all the Difficulties with which it 
is attended ; a Cafe not at all to be wondered ar, 
when our own Imperfections, and thofe of the 
prefent State are confidered: Not that we fhould 


“ take 
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¢ take Things without Proof, upon the confident 
¢ Affertion of Men as fallible as ourfelves: Not 
«¢ that we fhould believe Things of God, which are 
‘¢ impoffble in themfelves, or manifeftly di/bonour - 
‘ ableto him. For it is abfurd to fuppofe that 
«¢ Reafon, or any true Revelation, fhould afford a 
¢ Proof of the Truth of fuch Things as thefe, 
«© While we are contending for the Infinity of God’s 
«¢ Perfeétions, we muft take care how we believe 
«« fuch Things of him, as imply the greateft Im- 
‘s perfection, and are, in their natural Coniequen- 
«« ces, deftructive of the very Notion of a God. 

In the laft Sermon on this Subje€t, our Author e- 
vinces the Impoffibility of Man’s finding ouc the 
Works of God to Perfection, And here he di- 
ftinétly confiders the Works of Creation and Pro- 
vidence. 

1. ** As to the Creation, fayshe, we eafily difco- 
« ver that this Work of God is perfed : Not ab/o- 
“ Jutely fo, but with regard to the Ends for which 
‘© it was made, which it compleatly anfwers. We 
‘© difcover innumerable Marks of the moft con- 
‘¢ fummiate Skill, wherever we caftour Eyes ; and 
‘© when we have furveyed the amazing Structure, 
© tho’ with a tranfient Glance, cannot forbear cry- 
“¢ ing out, verily this is the Temple of God / he 
“© made, and he inhabits it. But if the World 
“ be framed with perfect Wifdom, —~ yet our 
‘ Wifdom is not always fufficient to trace it out. ~~ 
‘¢ We cannot perfectly underftand the Produétion 
*© and D:/po/al of Things at firft; their Caw/es ana 
“ Operations in the ftated Courfe of Nature ; nor, 
‘¢ finally, the Rea/ons and Ends for which all 
“¢ Things are, and their exact Corrc/pondence to thefe 
« Ends.” Mr. Grove defcants on each of thefe three 
Heads, and then goes on to fhew how infcrutable 
the Works of the Divine Providence are alfo. 
+s We can ealily demonftrate there is a Providence, 
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«> and that this Providence, in all the Difpenfations 
<< of it, muft be confonant to the Perfections of that 
«© God whofe Providence it is; but we can by no 
«+ means fathom all the Depths of it.” Some of 
the more remarkable Inflances, in which the Un- 
fearchablenefs of the Ways of Providence appears, 
are thefe following: 

1. **God’s Manner of dealing with the Race of 
‘6 Mankind ; that he has been pleated to fuffer fuch 
«< a State of Things as the prefent to take place; 
‘a State fo full of Sin and Confujion, of Imper fec- 
© tion and Mifery ; that by one Man Sin fhould en- 
ter into the World, and Death by Sin ; that the 
Pofterity of Adam fhould be fo far involved in 
the Effeéts and Confequences of his Apoftacy, as 
to derive from him a Pronenefs to Sin, an Inheri- 
tance of Cares, and Grief, and Suffering, and a 
Neceffity of Dying: That they are farther ex- 
pofed to be led aftray by the falfe Opinions which 
they imbibe in their Education, the Picjudices 
and evil Cuftoms which grow up with them, and 
have taken deep Root before they are ina Con- 
dition to know the Danger of them, and to op- 
pofe them; that God fhould permit this unhap- 
py Race of Creatures to run into fuch a general 
Defe€tion from him, under the feducing Influence 
of evil Spirits, who tempt them with ° too 
much Succefs to a thoufand Things equally op- 
pofite to the Honour of God, and to their own 
Peace and Happinefs, The Caufe of Evi/, both 
moral and penal, of Sin and Mifery, its firft Ex- 
trance into the World, and continual Progre/s and 
Increase, has very much puzzled thofe who have 
ferioufly inquired into it, and have had only 
«© Reafon for their Guide. We have Ground fuffi- 
‘© cient to believe from the Wifdom and Goodnefs 
“° of God, from the Teftimony of natural “Con- 
“ fcience, from the many Comforts and Bleffings 
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«6 of Life, and thofe tender Mercies of the moft 
«© High, which are over all bis Works; from thefe 
¢ and other Confiderations, we have abundant 
«¢ Reafon to be fatisfied, that God has not aban- 
«© doned Mankind to a Neceffity of Sinning in this 
«© World, and Perifhing in the next; that this is 
¢ not the final and moft perfect State of Things, 
«¢ but that a better may be looked for; where eve- 
¢* ry one may behappy in fome Degree, who im- 
«© proves the Light and Advantages he has, not- 
' & withftanding his Sins which he repents of, and 
¢ the Imperfection of his Attaitiments in Virtue. 
« So muchas this we may conclude from our na- 
¢¢ ¢ural Notions of God, and the prefent Appear- 
s¢ ances of Providence. But, however, there ftill 
«¢ remains a great deal of Myttery in this Pro- 
« ceeding we do not clearly comprehend the 
s¢ Expediency of it, and the Preferablenefs of this 
¢¢ to any other Way in which he might have or- 
«© dered-Things with regard to the human Race. 
“ We are, after all, obliged to own, that Clouds 
«© and Darkne/s are about the Throne of God, the’ 
s¢ Fuftite ‘and Judgment be the Habitation of it, 
“Cand Mercy and Truth go before bis Face ; That 
¢ there are fecret Things which belong only to 
«© him, and which it would be the higheft Pre- 
¢ funiption in us to fancy we can penetrate. 

‘9. * The Providence of God, as exercifed over 
¢ his Church, is beyond our decyphering. —— 
«© The Church was cozval with the World, but 
“had ‘never the fame Bounds. So far from it, 
¢¢' that, alas! this Divine Society was, for a long 
“© time, confined within the Inclofure of a fingle 
‘© Family, and did- not extend beyond a fingle 
«¢ Nation, and that, comparatively, a {mall and 
“© inconfiderable one, till fome thoufand Years af. 
<¢ ter the Creation. Now, fince God vouchfafed 
© to dwell with Men in this extraordinary Way, 
oe L 2 ‘© why 
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«© why wasthe Number fo exceeding {mall, who 
«« enjoyed this Privilege? Why was the Church, 
«¢ which God has planted in the Earth, and fecured 
«« by a Succeffion of Mitacles, like a narrow Spot 
s¢ of fruitful Ground, in the Midft of a vaft and 
«. barren Wildernefs? How has it come to pafs, 
«s that this facred Community, at the fame time 
«¢ that it has been the favourite Object of Provi- 
«< dence, has lain open to Invafions from foreign 
«© Enemies? Been over-run with Errors and Cor- 
‘¢ ruptions to that Degree, in fome Ages, that the 
“¢ crue Religion has been almoft buried under them, 
« and hardly vifible? Been rent by inteftine Divi- 
«© fions, and laid wafte by Perfecutions? Infomuch 
«< that they who have kept clofeft to the Rules of 
“© the firft Infticution, have fared worfe than the 
“© preat Corrupters of Religion ; have been treat- 
«© ed as Enemies and Apoftates, and very feldom 
‘© prove the rifing Side ? What can we fayto 
‘s thefe Things? Or how remove the Difficulties 
“« that offer themfelves to our Thoughts? We are 
‘< fully perfuaded of the Truth of what the Apoftle 
‘© Paul faith, that by the Church is known the ma- 
“¢ nifold Wifdom of God but then it is chiefly 
“ to the Principalities and Powers in heavenly 
«¢ Places, that is, to the angelical World, that this 
«¢ ‘Wifdom fhines forth at prefent, as they only are 
‘¢ particularly fpoken of in that Place. We too 
‘«< difcern fome Rays of this glorious Wifdom, e- 
«© nough to convince us, that the great Defign of 
s¢ Providence, as it refpeéts the Church, is admi- 
<< rably formed, but not enough to difpel the 
‘© Darknefs which dwells upon this Subjeét 5 and 
‘¢ does fometimes almoft eclipfe the Beauty of the 
‘< Divine Government. 
3. In the third Place, our Author fhews the Im- 
poffibility of accounting for God’s providential 
Dealings 
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Dealings with Kingdoms, Nations and Families. 
And then, 


4. If we come down to particular Perfons, twa 


Queftions, he fays, arife, concerning the Provi- 
dence of God, which will be for ever inexplicable. 
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That all Things come alike to all, that there is 
one Event to the Righteous, and to the Wicked; 
to him that facrificeth, and to him that facrificerh 
not; has been a Stumbling-block to a great ma- 
ny, who have been in fo much hafte to fee a vi- 
fible Diftinétion made between Men, fuitable to 
their moral and religious Character, that they 
have not been content to wait till they faw it 
done in another Life, which is the propereft 
Place for it. The main Difficulty here, as I 
apprehend, is not that there be juff Men, to 
whom it happencth according to the Work of the 
Wicked, and wicked Men, to whom it bappeneth 
according to the Work of the Righteous: For un- 
lefs God were perpetually breaking in upon the 
natural Courfe and Order of Things, by a kind 
of miraculous Interpofition, fuch a promifcuous 
Diftribution of Events muft ordinarily be; and 
indeed many valuable Ends are anfwered by it, 
whether the good Man be afflicted or the Sinner 
profperous. But the moft incomprehenfible 
Thing in this Part of the Divine Conduct is, 
that while we are taught to pray to God for the 
good Things we want, and that he would pre- 
vent or remove the Evils we feel or fear, and 
believe there is a great deal of Foundation for 
fuch Prayers, and Benefits to be expected from 
them ; yet God does not fee fit to confirm our 
Faith of this Matter, by fuch clear and remark. 
able Anfwers to our Prayers, as can be attributed 
to nothing elfe, but to God’s Acceptance of 
them. We are taught, and we believe, that a/f 
things work together for Good to thm that ~ 
“ God: 
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God : But how they do this, in fome Cafes and 
Circumftances, we do not perceive, and can 
‘¢ hardly guefs. If the moft eminent, both for 
‘© Grace and Wifdom, were to chufe the Conditi- 
“¢ on, in which, upon the fulleft and moft impar- 
tial View of Things, they judged they fhould 
moft promote their own real Intereft, and be 
moft ferviceable to others; they would not make 
the fame Choice which God does for them, 
¢ There are other Occurrences which fet our bufy 
Thoughts a working, without being able to ex- 
tricate themfelves ; as when Perfons who are beft 
«¢ qualified both by Inclination and Capacity to 
«< ferve God and their Generation, and to do Good 
to Mankind, are not favoured by Providence 
«« with anfwerable Opportunities for it; or after they 
‘¢ have furrifhed themfelves by their own Induftry, 
‘¢ and are furnifhed by Grace and Nature for Ufe- 
‘© fulnefs, are by Death called out of this World 
‘¢ when their Prefence is moft needed in it: Such 
Inftances are common, and yet more furprifing 
‘¢ when we compare them with the Examples of 
thofe whofe Lives are drawn out at a great 
Length, tho’ it be neither to their own nor their 
«© Fellow-creatures Advantage. 

Our Author fays, we fhall not think it ftrange, 
that the Works ot Providence are thus infcrutable 
to mortal Men, if we confider the Reafons why 
they are fo: A few of thefe he has enlarged 
on. 
1. We have nota thorough Infight into the Na- 
ture of Man, as we ought to have before we pre- 
tend toa comprehenfive Knowledge of Divine Pro- 
vidence. ‘* Could we difcover the fecret Springs 





‘* of the human Frame, how they are aéted upon, 
«s and how they aét ; how the Soul in. its Operations 
« is influenced by.the Body, as the Body is by the 
«¢ Impreffions of outward Objects; could we tur- 

s ‘¢ ther 
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“eé 


c¢ 


ther fee what is particular in the Tempers and 
Conftitutions of Men-of different Climates, and 
Nations, and even of the fame, we fhou'd then be 
able to form a much better Judgment, how the 
Dealings of Providenée with Mankind agree 
with that Nature he has affigned them, and how 
the different States and Events of Men’s Lives 
are adapted to their different Difpofitions ; ei- 
ther to correct thofe who are bad, or improve 
and perfeét thofe who are good,”’ Again, 

2. The Ends of Providence are unknown to us, 


or known very imperfectly,—- “* Of fo much we are 
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his, Providence was confined alone to that.. 


certain, that the Glory of God in the Manifef- 
tation of his Attributes, is the general End in 
which all the Parts of his Providence centerand 
unite; as likewife that another End, fubordi- 
nate to this in his Government of the lower 
World, is the Happinefs of Mankind, on Con- 
dition they behave well ina State of Trial. Bue 
then the great Queftion here is, how this State of 
Trial is to be ordered, that it may moft illuftri- 
oufly declare the Glory of God, and.comport 
with other Defigns which Go! has in this and 
different Parts of the Univerfe? For we mutt 
confider, that the Univerfe is of wide Extent; 
that Man is not the only Creature of God ; that 
there’ are other reafonable Beings befides chofe 
upon this Earth, and that there may be, and 
very probably is, a Connection between the De- 
figns of Providence, which are carrying on in 
the feveral Parts of the Creation: So that what 
is done in one World has fome Dependence up- 
on what is done in another; and God does not 
act exactly after the fame Manner in any one 
Part of his univerfal Empire, as he would do if 
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3. It is but a {mall Part of the Divine Providence 
here below, that comes under our Notice. 
«© We know but little of the Events that are co- 
<¢ temporary, I mean of thofe that appear in that 
«¢ fmall Space of Time which we fpend upon the 
«© Earth. For one Event which we are Witnefles 
“s to, or receive from Report, with all its Circum- 
¢ ftances, there are Thoufands and Millions which 
«© are out of our Reach, and pafs away in the 
¢ Croud of Things. If tothefe we add all thole 
“© Events and Difpenfations of Providence, which 
¢ have filled the many Years and Ages that have 
<< runout fince the Creation of the World, with all 
«¢ thofe which are yet to come before the final 
«© Confummation of Things; muft we not bluth 
<¢ co refleét, that when we are fhut up within fuch 
s¢ narrow Limits both of Place and Time, we 
«¢ fhould ereé& ourfelves into Judges of that Provi- 
«¢ dence which orders the Affairs of the whole 
“ World, in every Period of it throughout all 
«© Generations. ———T his is infinitely more abfurd, 
«¢ chan if one fhould take any Mafter-piece of hu- 
« man Art, as a Poem, a Hiftory, a Painting, 
¢¢ and make a Judgment of the Work or the Au- 
«¢ thor, by examining fome of the Materials, with- 
‘¢ out confidering them as put together and formed 
‘¢ into one regular Work. Let us therefore wait 
<¢ eill things are brought to their final Iffue, and 
‘ the whole Council of God in his Providence be- 
‘¢ ing executed, is laid before us at once; and then 
* fhall we join with the victorious Saints in finging 
“< the Song of Mo/es and of the Lambd ; faying, 
“© Great and marvellous are thy Works, Lord God 
°¢ Almighty / juff and true are thy Ways, thou King 
“ of Saints / 

I think the foregoing Citations are fully fufficient 
to convince the Reader, of the Value of thete poft- 
humous 
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humous Difcourfes of the Reverend Mr. Grove ; 
and therefore I fhall defift from multiplying them 
any farther; adding here only, that when he is 
treating on more practical Subjects, he handles them 
with the like Judgment, and with a moft perfua- 
five Eloquence. The Titles of the Sermons in 
the fecond and third Volumes are thefe follow- 


ing : 

‘Vol. IL Serm. I, II, II. Of the Vanity of hu- 
man Life——and of our Ignorance of what is good 
for Man in the prefent State: From Eeclef. vi. 12. 
Serm. IV, V. The Vanity of the prefent State con- 
fiftenc with the Perfections of God: From Rom. 
vill, 1g--22. Serm. VI, VII, VII. Of sdra- 
bam’s offering up his Son; From Gea. xxii. 1, 2. 
Serm. IX, X. The Sufficiency of a ftanding Re- 
velation to bring Men to Repentance: From Luke 
xvi. 30, 31. Serm. XI, XII, XIII. Of Inconfi- 
deration: From J/aiab i. 3. Serm. XIV, XV. 
The Corruptions among Chriftians no good Ob- 
jection againft the Gofpel: From Gal. ii. 17. 

Vol. II. Serm. 1, I. The great Rule of Equity 
explained, recommended and demonftrated : From 
Matt. vii. 2. Serm. Il, IV. Of the Caufe and 
Remedies of Men’s Inconftancy in Religion: From 
Hofea vi. 4. Serm. V. Inftances of Inconftancy 
in good Men: From the Text laft mentioned. Serm. 
VI. Jefus the holy, and anointed of God: és iv. 
27. Serm. VII, VII. The Providence of God 
vindicated in permitting the Sufferings of Chrift.— 
The Sufferings of Chrift no juft Objection againft 
the Divinity of his Miffion: From 4@s iv. 27, 
Serm, IX, X, XI. The Nature of religious Joy— 
Rejoicing in the Lord the Privilege and Duty of the 
Righteous: From P/alm xcvii. 12. Serm. XIU 
Of walking worthy of God: From1 Thef. ii. 12. 
Serm. XII. The Duty of Praife and Thankfgiv- 
ing: From P/alm cxxxvi. 1. Serm. XIV. A = 
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neral Sermon for a young Lady: From Fobn v. 
28, 29. 

eee IV. Contains Effays on feveral curious 
Subjeéts,metaphyfical, moral,and critical. The Fir/t is, 
A brief Demonftration of the Being and Attributes 
of God: To which is added an Argument for the 
Unity of God. The Second is on Reafon, as it re- 
lates to Morality. The Third, on human Liber- 
ty. The Fourth, on the Terms of Chriftian Com- 
munion. The Fifth, an Inquiry how far Children 
are concerned in the Sins of their Parents. The 
Sixth, on the Government of the Paffions. The 
Seventh, an Inquiry into the true Senfe of P/alm 
vill, 3, 4. The Eighth, an Inquiry into the true 
Senfe of Matt. xxvil. 46. The Ninth, an Inqui- 
ry into the true Senfe of 1 Cor, xv. 19. 
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Literary News. 


LONDON. 


CHarles Davis in Pater-nofter-Row, and Thomas 

Woodward at the Half-Moon between the Tem- 
ple-Gates, Printers to the Royal Society, have juft 
publifhed ELements of the Art of Affaying Me- 
TALS. In two Parts. The firft containing the 
Theory, the Second the Prattice of the faid Art. 
The whole deduced from the true Properties and Nae 
gure of Foffils; confirmed by the moft accurate and 
unquefiionable Experiments, explained 1n a natural 
Order, and with the utmoft Clearne/s. By Joun 
Anpkew CraMerR, M.D. Tranjflated from the 
Latin. Illufirated with Copprer-PLaTeEs. To 
which are added, feveral Notes and Obfervations 
not 
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not in the Original, particularly ufeful to the Eng- 
lith Reader. With an Appendix, Containing a 
Lift of the chief Authors that have bees publifbed 
in Englith upon Minerals and Metals. 

This Work, in the Original, has been well fpo- 
ken of. The Reader has therein, that Part of 
Chymiftry, which confifts in a ftri¢t Examination 
of Minerals, by Means of a proper Apparatus. 
The Author, in his Preface, tells us, he has calcu- 
lated it chiefly for the Ufe of fuch Lovers of Chy- 
miftry as apply themfelves to the Study of Mineral 
Matters. For this Reafon, fuppofing that fome of the 
commoneft Chymical Preparations are in fome 
Meafure known to the Perufer, he has been very 
fhore about them, when he has Recourfe to them in 
the practical Part of the Docimaftical Art ; except 
perhaps in fome Places, that require a more parti- 
cular Defcription, as being little taken notice of in 
the common Chymical Proceffes. Therefore, he 
has previoufly given a fhort and fpecial Theory of 
this Art, that thofe who come to the Procefles, 
might already be acquainted with the neceffary Preli- 
minaries ; that by this Means the Learner might be 
more compleatly inftructed in the making of the 
Apparatus, and the different Manners of Proceed- 
ing be more eafily underftood. 

He has begun this Theory, as he farther tells us, 
with an Explication of the lefs compound Objeéts 
of the Art, that thefe being found pure, might be 
diftinguifhed by their outward Form, or by the 
flighteft Trial, efpecially in the Fire, —— 

And as itis nofmall Help towards a folid Know- 
ledge of compound Minerals, to know the Aion 
of the fimple ones upon each other ; he has, for 
this Reafon, explained the Virtues of the Menftrua 
in the fecond Chapter. He has not indeed, he fays, 
compleatly treated on this Matter; that is, fo tar 
as it is known from the L'xperiments hitherto made; 
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becaufe it cannot be exactly known otherwife than 
from the Proceffes themfelves. Therefore, he has 
inferted very few of thefe, and even none but fuch 
as may be confirmed by the eafieft Trial. —— He 
has, for the fame Purpofe, given a Defcription of 
the Inftruments. —— 

The Authors from whom he has borrrowed any 
thing, are Dr. Stab/, Dr. Henkel, Mr. Erker, and 
Agricela. , 

He has divided thefe Elements into two Parts. 
‘The former confifts of fix Chapters. In the firft, 
we have the Definition and Obje& of Affaying ; 
and then the Doétrine of Metals, Semi-Metals, 
Salts, Sulphur, Stones and Earths. 

In the fecond, he fets forth the Nature and Prepa- 
ration of Docimaftical Menfirue ; for Inftance, I. 
Of Merals, and their Produéts, confidered as 
Menftrua. II. Of Semi-Meials, confidered as 
Menfirua. Ill. Ot pure fulpbureous or oily Bodies, 
confidered under the fame Character. IV. Of Saéss, 
fo confidered. V. Of Sulphur, confidered as a 
Menfiruum. V1. Of Cements. WII. Of the fimpler 
and reductive Fluxes. 

The third Chapter contains an Account of the 
Veffels, Furnaces, and other paffive Inftruments, 
neceflary for the conveniently and accurately per- 
te&ting of Docimaftical Operations. 

And now, having in the firft Chapter given us 
an Idea of the fimpler Minerals, and, in the fecond, 
fhewn their principal Actions upon each other, as 
far as they can be fo difpoled by the Help of a 
nioderate Knowledge of the chymical Art; our 
Author proceeds, in the third Chapter, to explain 
the Nature of thofe Bodies, which being compofed 
of the foregoing, are found natural in the foffile 
Kingdom. As I. Sulphur, and fulphureous Mine- 
sals. Il. Arfentck, and arfenical Minerals. III. 
Ores in general. IV. fron, and its Orcs. V. Cop- 


per, 





Art.12. For AUGUST, 1741. 155 
per, and itsOres. WI. Lead, and its Ores. VII. 


Tin, and its Ores. VIII. Silver, and its Ores, IX. 


Gold, and its Ores, X. Mercury, and its Ore. 
XI. The Regulus of Antimony, and itsOre. XII. 
Bifmuth, and its Ore. XIII. Zink, and its Ore. 
XIV. Vitriol, and Vitriolic Minerals. XV. /- 
lom, and the Minerals out of which it is extraét- 
ed. XVI. Common Salt. XVII. Borax. XVIII. 
Nitre. 

The Knowledge of the Hiftory of thefe, our 
Author aflures us, has a vaft Utility in fitting a Per- 
fon for, and carrying him thorough the prattical 
Part of Affaying ; for he who is well-verfed therein 
before-hand, will efcape the Expence and Trouble 
of many vague Experiments, which he would be 
obliged to make, if altogether a Stranger to the fe- 
veral natural compound Bodies. 

In the the fifth Chapter we have the Doétrine of 
docimaftical Operations, with an Explanation of the 
Terms relating thereunto. 

In the fixth, which is the Jaft of the firft Part, 
we have a Detail of the Effects and Ufes of the 
faid Operations in divers Arts and Sciences. 

The fecond Part of this Treatife is entirely practi- 
cal, including eighty-five Procefles. 

There are fix folding Copper-Plates belonging 
to this Volume, the Size of which is Offavoe, and 
the Pages 470, not including an Index, Preface, 
Table of Contents, &c. 


LINDAU. 


The Bibliotheque Germanique, in the Literary 
Article under this City, informs us, that M. Fobz 
George Schnell, 2 Minifter there, known by a Dif- 
fertation on the Manner of the ancient Chriftians 
celebrating Haffer, had made ready for the Prefs, a 
Jarge Treatife on that important Subject, as it is 
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there called, He entitles it, Hifforia Pa/chalis No- 
vi Teftamenti: And therein he difcourfes not only 
on the Feaft of our Lord’s Refurrection, but like- 
wife the Holy Week preceding it, the Cuftoms of 
that Seafon in the feveral Ages of the Church, and 
the Controverfies that have divided the World, con- 
cerning the proper time of its Obfervance. 















GOETTING EN. 





I, Mr. Segner, a Doétor and Profeffor of thig 
Univerfity, has publifhed fome time ago, an Aca- 
demical Exercife, containing Experiments and Re- 
marks on the Cold of the Year 1739: By which it 
appears, that there has not been fuch a Winter fince 
the Year 1669 ; confidering it only with Regard 
to the Degree of Cold on the roth of January, 
N. S. and without reckoning its long Duration. 

II]. Mr. Haller has printed an Account of two 
Botanic Voyages, which he made in 1738 and 1739¢ 
The firft to Hartz, the latter into Switzerland, his 
native Country. Theyareeutitled Lier Helveticum, 
and Jter Hercynicum. They are in Quarto. 

Ill. Differtatis qua Regis [talie Athalarici Edic- 
tum de elegendo Papa, Rome in Tabula marmorea 
ante Atrium S§. Petri omnium oculis expofitum illu- 
firatur, Dr. Heumaun,we are told, compofed this 
Piece, on Occafion of the laft Conclave, which by 
Reafon ofits long Continuance drew the Attention of 
all Europe. The Author having, like a good Critic, ex- 
plained Arhaleric’s Edict concerning the chufing of 
the Roman Pontiffs, concludes his Difcourfe with this 
Advice: That it would be mighty well, if the Ro- 
man Catholic Kings, together with the Emperor; 
would fave the Cardinals the Labour of thofe Elec- 
tions, and take the Trouble of them upon them- 
felves: —. This would hardly be a Means of fhorten- 


ing them. . 
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